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The House met at 2 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PANETTA).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 7, 2022.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JIMMY PA-
NETTA to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret
Grun Kibben, offered the following
prayer:

Almighty God, hear our prayers as
the country lies divided before You.
And yet there is not one person in this
room who doesn’t want to relieve our
children of fear or to ensure the safety
of the day-to-day lives of American
citizens.

How then do we address faithfully
the rash of tragedies that have plagued
our communities and gripped the Na-
tion with turmoil and terror, frustra-
tion, and fear?

Holy God, how do we respond appro-
priately to the devastation that has in-
filtrated our schools and our play-
grounds, haunted nightclubs, and gro-
cery stores, and taken over city streets
and neighborhood graduation parties?

Lord, how do we discern the way to
peaceful dialogue without our personal
prejudices getting in the way?

And how do we avoid our inclination
to be right but seek instead the wisdom
of Your righteousness?

As we approach You, whether from
the depths of our sadness or the heat of
our anger, remind us that these days
and every day belong to You. Though

the discussions in which we engage
ourselves seem fraught with discord,
You alone have the power to bring
order to our chaos.

Call us then to set our minds not on
our own self-interests but to adopt a
more faithful attitude that leads to life
and peace—an attitude that comes only
from Your holy spirit.

Inspire us to yield ourselves, our de-
liberations, and our lives to Your guid-
ance that our Nation would be re-
stored.

We pray in the power of Your name
to serve You faithfully in all that we
face this day.

Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 11(a) of House Resolu-
tion 188, the Journal of the last day’s
proceedings is approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
WILSON) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina led
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

——————

PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is
the day for the call of the Private Cal-
endar.

——————

VICTORIA GALINDO LOPEZ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will call the first bill on the cal-
endar.

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 187)
for the relief of Victoria Galindo Lopez.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:
H. R. 187

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
VICTORIA GALINDO LOPEZ.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act, Victoria
Galindo Lopez shall be eligible for issuance
of an immigrant visa or for adjustment of
status to that of an alien lawfully admitted
for permanent residence upon filing an appli-
cation for issuance of an immigrant visa
under section 204 of such Act or for adjust-
ment of status to lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Victoria
Galindo Lopez enters the United States be-
fore the filing deadline specified in sub-
section (c), she shall be considered to have
entered and remained lawfully and shall, if
otherwise eligible, be eligible for adjustment
of status under section 245 of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act as of the date of
the enactment of this Act.

(¢c) WAIVER OF GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL OR
DENIAL OF ADMISSION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections
212(a) and 237(a) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act, Victoria Galindo Lopez may
not be removed from the United States, de-
nied admission to the United States, or con-
sidered ineligible for lawful permanent resi-
dence in the United States by reason of any
ground for removal or denial of admission
that is reflected in the records of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security or the Visa Of-
fice of the Department of State on the date
of the enactment of this Act.

(2) RESCISSION OF OUTSTANDING ORDER OF
REMOVAL.—The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity shall rescind any outstanding order of
removal or deportation, or any finding of in-
admissibility or deportability, that has been
entered against Victoria Galindo Lopez by
reason of any ground described in paragraph
@.

(d) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the application for issuance of
an immigrant visa or the application for ad-
justment of status is filed with appropriate
fees within 2 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(¢e) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BER.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
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visa or permanent residence to Victoria
Galindo Lopez, the Secretary of State shall
instruct the proper officer to reduce by 1,
during the current or next following fiscal
year, the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of the alien’s birth under section
203(a) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act or, if applicable, the total number of im-
migrant visas that are made available to na-
tives of the country of the alien’s birth
under section 202(e) of such Act.

(f) DENIAL OF PREFERENTIAL IMMIGRATION
TREATMENT FOR CERTAIN RELATIVES.—The
natural parents, brothers, and sisters of Vic-
toria Galindo Lopez shall not, by virtue of
such relationship, be accorded any right,
privilege, or status under the Immigration
and Nationality Act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

———
ARPITA KURDEKAR, GIRISH
KURDEKAR, AND VANDANA
KURDEKAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will call the first bill on the cal-
endar.

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 680)
for the relief of Arpita Kurdekar,
Girish Kurdekar, and Vandana
Kurdekar.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

H. R. 680

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR

ARPITA KURDEKAR, GIRISH
KURDEKAR, AND VANDANA
KURDEKAR.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act, Arpita
Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, and Vandana
Kurdekar shall each be eligible for issuance
of an immigrant visa or for adjustment of
status to that of an alien lawfully admitted
for permanent residence upon filing an appli-
cation for issuance of an immigrant visa
under section 204 of such Act or for adjust-
ment of status to lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Arpita
Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, or Vandana
Kurdekar enters the United States before the
filing deadline specified in subsection (c), he
or she shall be considered to have entered
and remained lawfully and shall, if otherwise
eligible, be eligible for adjustment of status
under section 245 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act as of the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(c) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the application for issuance of
an immigrant visa or the application for ad-
justment of status is filed with appropriate
fees within 2 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BER.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Arpita
Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, and Vandana
Kurdekar, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper officer to reduce by 3, dur-
ing the current or next following fiscal year,
the total number of immigrant visas that are
made available to natives of the country of
the aliens’ birth under section 203(a) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act or, if appli-
cable, the total number of immigrant visas
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that are made available to natives of the
country of the aliens’ birth under section
202(e) of such Act.

(e) DENIAL OF PREFERENTIAL IMMIGRATION
TREATMENT FOR CERTAIN RELATIVES.—The
natural parents, brothers, and sisters of
Arpita Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, and
Vandana Kurdekar shall not, by virtue of
such relationship, be accorded any right,
privilege, or status under the Immigration
and Nationality Act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

—————
REBECCA TRIMBLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will call the next bill on the cal-
endar.

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 681)
for the relief of Rebecca Trimble.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

H.R. 681

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
REBECCA TRIMBLE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1151), Rebecca Trimble shall be eligible for
the issuance of an immigrant visa or for ad-
justment of status to that of an alien law-
fully admitted for permanent residence upon
filing an application for issuance of an immi-
grant visa under section 204 of that Act (8
U.S.C. 1154) or for adjustment of status to
lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Rebecca
Trimble enters the United States before the
filing deadline specified in subsection (c), Re-
becca Trimble shall be considered to have
entered and remained lawfully and shall be
eligible for adjustment of status under sec-
tion 245 of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1255) as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(c) WAIVER OF GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL OR
DENIAL OF ADMISSION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections
212(a) and 237(a) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act, Rebecca Trimble may not be
removed from the United States, denied ad-
mission to the United States, or considered
ineligible for lawful permanent residence in
the United States by reason of any ground
for removal or denial of admission that is re-
flected in the records of the Department of
Homeland Security or the Visa Office of the
Department of State on the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(2) RESCISSION OF OUTSTANDING ORDER OF
REMOVAL.—The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity shall rescind any outstanding order of
removal or deportation, or any finding of in-
admissibility or deportability, that has been
entered against Rebecca Trimble by reason
of any ground described in paragraph (1).

(d) APPLICATION AND PAYMENT OF FEES.—
Subsections (a) and (b) shall apply only if the
application for issuance of immigrant visas
or the application for adjustment of status
are filed with appropriate fees within two
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(e) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BERS.—Upon the granting of immigrant visas
or permanent residence to Rebecca Trimble,
the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper officer to reduce by one, during the
current or next following fiscal year—
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(1) the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of birth of Rebecca Trimble under
section 203(a) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1153(a)); or

(2) if applicable, the total number of immi-
grant visas that are made available to na-
tives of the country of birth of Rebecca
Trimble under section 202(e) of that Act (8
U.S.C. 1152(e)).

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

————
MEDIAN EL-MOUSTRAH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will call the next bill on the cal-
endar.

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 739)
for the relief of Median El-Moustrah.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

H.R. 739

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
MEDIAN EL-MOUSTRAH.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act, Median El-
Moustrah shall be eligible for issuance of an
immigrant visa or for adjustment of status
to that of an alien lawfully admitted for per-
manent residence upon filing an application
for issuance of an immigrant visa under sec-
tion 204 of such Act or for adjustment of sta-
tus to lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Median El-
Moustrah enters the United States before
the filing deadline specified in subsection (c),
he shall be considered to have entered and
remained lawfully and shall, if otherwise eli-
gible, be eligible for adjustment of status
under section 245 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act as of the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(c) WAIVER OF GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL OR
DENIAL OF ADMISSION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections
212(a) and 237(a) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act, Median El-Moustrah may not
be removed from the United States, denied
admission to the United States, or consid-
ered ineligible for lawful permanent resi-
dence in the United States by reason of any
ground for removal or denial of admission
that is reflected in the records of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security or the Visa Of-
fice of the Department of State on the date
of the enactment of this Act.

(2) RESCISSION OF OUTSTANDING ORDER OF
REMOVAL.—The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity shall rescind any outstanding order of
removal or deportation, or any finding of in-
admissibility or deportability, that has been
entered against Median El-Moustrah by rea-
son of any ground described in paragraph (1).

(d) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the application for issuance of
an immigrant visa or the application for ad-
justment of status is filed with appropriate
fees within 2 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(e) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BER.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Median El-
Moustrah, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper officer to reduce by 1, dur-
ing the current or next following fiscal year,
the total number of immigrant visas that are
made available to natives of the country of
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the alien’s birth under section 203(a) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act or, if appli-
cable, the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of the alien’s birth under section
202(e) of such Act.

(f) DENIAL OF PREFERENTIAL IMMIGRATION
TREATMENT FOR CERTAIN RELATIVES.—The
natural parents, brothers, and sisters of Me-
dian El-Moustrah shall not, by virtue of such
relationship, be accorded any right, privi-
lege, or status under the Immigration and
Nationality Act.

SEC. 2. DETERMINATION
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

OF BUDGETARY EF-

———

MARIA ISABEL BUESO BARRERA,
ALBERTO BUESO MENDOZA, AND
KARLA MARIA BARRERA DE
BUESO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will call the next bill on the cal-
endar.

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 785)
for the relief of Maria Isabel Bueso
Barrera, Alberto Bueso Mendoza, and
Karla Maria Barrera De Bueso.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

H.R. 785

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
MARIA ISABEL BUESO BARRERA,
ALBERTO BUESO MENDOZA, AND
KARLA MARIA BARRERA DE BUESO.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act, Maria Isabel
Bueso Barrera, Alberto Bueso Mendoza, and
Karla Maria Barrera De Bueso shall each be
eligible for issuance of an immigrant visa or
for adjustment of status to that of an alien
lawfully admitted for permanent residence
upon filing an application for issuance of an
immigrant visa under section 204 of such Act
or for adjustment of status to lawful perma-
nent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Maria Isa-
bel Bueso Barrera, Alberto Bueso Mendoza,
or Karla Maria Barrera De Bueso enters the
United States before the filing deadline spec-
ified in subsection (d), he or she shall be con-
sidered to have entered and remained law-
fully and shall, if otherwise eligible, be eligi-
ble for adjustment of status under section
245 of the Immigration and Nationality Act
as of the date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) WAIVER OF GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL OR
DENIAL OF ADMISSION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections
212(a) and 237(a) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act, Maria Isabel Bueso Barrera,
Alberto Bueso Mendoza, and Karla Maria
Barrera De Bueso may not be removed from
the United States, denied admission to the
United States, or considered ineligible for
lawful permanent residence in the United
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States by reason of any ground for removal
or denial of admission that is reflected in the
records of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity or the Visa Office of the Department
of State on the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(2) RESCISSION OF OUTSTANDING ORDER OF
REMOVAL.—The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity shall rescind any outstanding order of
removal or deportation, or any finding of in-
admissibility or deportability, that has been
entered against Maria Isabel Bueso Barrera,
Alberto Bueso Mendoza, or Karla Maria
Barrera De Bueso by reason of any ground
described in paragraph (1).

(d) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the application for issuance of
an immigrant visa or the application for ad-
justment of status is filed with appropriate
fees within 2 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(e) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BER.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Maria Isabel
Bueso Barrera, Alberto Bueso Mendoza, and
Karla Maria Barrera De Bueso, the Secretary
of State shall instruct the proper officer to
reduce by 3, during the current or next fol-
lowing fiscal year, the total number of immi-
grant visas that are made available to na-
tives of the country of the aliens’ birth
under section 203(a) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act or, if applicable, the total
number of immigrant visas that are made
available to natives of the country of the
aliens’ birth under section 202(e) of such Act.

(f) DENIAL OF PREFERENTIAL IMMIGRATION
TREATMENT FOR CERTAIN RELATIVES.—The
natural parents, brothers, and sisters of
Maria Isabel Bueso Barrera, Alberto Bueso
Mendoza, and Karla Maria Barrera De Bueso
shall not, by virtue of such relationship, be
accorded any right, privilege, or status under
the Immigration and Nationality Act.

SEC. 2. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This
concludes the call of the Private Cal-
endar.

————
HONORING JILLIAN ALBAYATI

(Mr. CORREA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to honor Anaheim High School’s
Jillian Albayati, the young athlete
making history for women in men’s
high school baseball.

Jillian became the first girl to pitch
in a CIF-Southern Section men’s base-
ball final, allowing one run on eight
hits in nine innings in a Division 6
championship for the Anaheim High
School Colonists.

She can also hit the ball. At the
championships, she drove in the Colo-
nists’ run with an RBI single and fin-
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ished the season with an average of
over 300. And she plays first base.

Jillian was also the first girl to be se-
lected to play in the Orange County
Men’s All-Star Baseball Game. One of
her goals is to play for the USA Na-
tional Baseball Team, and she will be
trying out for that in July.

With a high school career of 60
strikeouts in 79 innings, 11 wins in the
regular season, and four CIF baseball
wins, we can say that Jillian plays like
a girl.

We are proud of Jillian and congratu-
late her.

Go Colonists.

————
GAS PRICES

(Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, this week, as gasoline prices
climb to over $5 a gallon at home,
Pennsylvania families are now paying
twice what they paid when President
Biden first took office just 18 months
ago.

By Biden’s canceling of new drilling
leases and decision to impose burden-
some standards on our energy pro-
ducers, the President has turned his
back on the energy crisis that our com-
munities right now are facing.

A new report out this week finds that
at this rate, Americans are on track to
pay over $5,000 a year for gasoline.
These prices are unsustainable, and in-
stead of addressing the problem, Presi-
dent Biden has chosen to side with the
far-left activists instead of the work-
ing-class Americans who are paying
these prices at the pump.

The answer is clear: We need to
produce American energy for American
families to lower the cost of gas and
stop the runaway inflation that is
right now crippling our Nation.

———

GUN VIOLENCE EPIDEMIC

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BLUMENAUER. The avalanche
of horrible news about mass shootings,
especially at schools, has been painful
but instructive.

America is not unique. But what is
unique is that America has accepted
the slaughter, unlike Britain, Canada,
Australia, New Zealand, and Norway,
who have acted decisively to reduce
gun violence and proven that it works.

We have stood by allowing the car-
nage to continue to our shame. Amer-
ica should not be the only rich country
that cannot protect its children.

This should be one of the defining
issues of this election cycle. If can-
didates can’t support simple, common-
sense, and proven steps to reduce gun
violence, then what is their answer?

It is no longer acceptable for gun vio-
lence enablers to hide behind thoughts
and prayers.
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If other countries can protect their
families, then why can’t we?

American families deserve to know
where each politician stands.

———

STUDENT LOAN FORGIVENESS

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, with his poll
numbers tanking, President Biden is
trying to buy off voters with mass stu-
dent loan forgiveness. While this elitist
handout may win over his radical pro-
gressive base, it is a slap in the face to
taxpayers, especially those who never
went to college or spent years paying
off their own loans.

Make no mistake, blanket loan for-
giveness is simply retroactive free col-
lege.

Why should a farmer in Idaho or a
construction worker in New Jersey pay
the tuition bills of an Ivy League law-
yer or a wealthy doctor?

Taxpayers are already footing the
bill for Biden’s student loan repayment
moratorium at the cost of $5 billion
every month. Now the Biden adminis-
tration wants to take hundreds of bil-
lions more for his student loan forgive-
ness scam.

This is wrong and unfair.

———

INFLATION IS NOT JOE BIDEN’S
FAULT

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, during the
break, I had the opportunity to partici-
pate in the Transatlantic Dialogue. We
had members of parliaments from
maybe six or seven different nations:
Ireland, Germany, Serbia, and Cro-
atia—all over Europe.

I asked what the rate of inflation
was, and in every country, it was 8, 9,
and 10 percent. And I asked them if
their parliaments didn’t blame Biden
for it? They laughed. Of course, they
laughed.

Inflation is a worldwide problem. We
are doing what we can. It is caused by
the awful coronavirus and the effects it
has had on production in China. And it
has hurt our opportunities to continue
our manufacturing as we saw it before.

Gasoline prices have increased the
same amount in Europe as they have
here.

And is it Joe Biden’s fault?

No. It is OPEC, and it is Russia.
Prices have gone up about 30 percent
since they invaded Ukraine.

All Americans should want and
should work together to reduce infla-
tion and oil prices. But it is not Joe
Biden’s fault. It is a worldwide prob-
lem.

————
BIDENFLATION

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
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dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, costs for everyday products
and services continue to rise, and
American families are suffering. Gas
costs have doubled under Biden, reach-
ing the highest level ever for the price
of gas today.

In the last year we have all experi-
enced price increases for everyday
items, including: eggs up 22 percent,
chicken up 16 percent, bacon up 17 per-
cent, milk up 14 percent, roasted coffee
up 14 percent, and breakfast cereal up
12 percent.

It is not uncommon for a can of soup
on the shelf to be marked at 65 cents,
but at checkout, it registers $1. A Dol-
lar Store had all merchandise for $1
until Valentine’s Day, but now all mer-
chandise is $1.25.

Due to policies pushed by Biden and
Democrats, everyday families are left
to suffer the effects. America should
resume the Trump policies of all-of-
the-above energy.

In conclusion, God bless our troops
who successfully protected America for
20 years in the global war on terrorism
as it continues moving from the Af-
ghanistan safe haven to America.

———

VETERANS DESERVE WORLD-
CLASS HEALTH CARE

(Mr. MRVAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MRVAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in appreciation that H.R. 4951,
the VA Electronic Health Record
Transparency Act, legislation I intro-
duced and was approved by the House
last year, has now been approved by
the Senate and is being sent to the
President’s desk to be signed into law.

Throughout my career, I have been
privileged to have close working rela-
tionships with veterans and veteran
service organizations throughout
northwest Indiana. These established
relationships are what motivated me to
secure a position to the House Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee.

As chairman of the Technology Mod-
ernization Subcommittee, I have seen
the great need for Congress to conduct
oversight and have accurate informa-
tion to ensure that the electronic
health record modernization program
is able to meet the needs of our vet-
erans.

I thank the leaders of the Senate for
also seeing the value of this legisla-
tion. And as we move forward, I look
forward to obtaining the requested in-
formation and continuing our work to
ensure that all veterans receive the
world-class healthcare they deserve.

———
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FOOD SECURITY

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, Presi-
dent Biden recently promised us food
shortages in the United States. This is
the country that leads the world in
production. Well, that is one heck of a
campaign promise being kept. Food
shortages, along with energy sky-
rocketing; what a reset.

Indeed, my home State of California,
which produces so much of what Amer-
ica relies on, due to Federal and State
policies, the water has been taken
away. Up on the Klamath Basin, zero
water allocation.

I just drove around part of my west
side of the district the other day, and
there are miles and miles of open land
that is not growing rice; that they are
trying to put all that water toward try-
ing to keep orchards alive. The water-
fowl are not coming in. The jobs are
not happening; all because of a back-
wards campaign promise, evidently, to
put food shortages out there for people.

Empty shelves in the supermarket; it
is unbelievable that this is what this
administration—and what are they
doing? What are they doing?

We are not getting more water facili-
ties built. We are not getting more
storage made. No, we are just con-
tinuing down the same path to try and
save fish that don’t exist in the delta,
or that are being marketed by people
catching them up on the rivers and out
in the ocean.

I guess that is why everybody is lead-
ing the charge these days in cheering
for: Let’s go, Brandon.

———

SAVING LIVES

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Buffalo, Tulsa,
Philadelphia. Mr. Speaker, I won’t be
talking about guns. I will be talking
about saving lives.

My deepest sympathy to my col-
league in Texas that represents Uvalde,
and to the people of Texas. And I am
going to be repetitive this week. It is
going to be about saving lives and ex-
plaining to the American people that
people take guns to kill. It may be sui-
cide, but it is certainly mass murders.
We are up to 200 mass murders up to
this date.

But the most stark of what we see is
that grocery store shoppers in Buffalo,
killed by white supremacy and guns,
automatic weapons; here in Uvalde,
these precious children, killed by guns,
automatic weapons.

We have to pass protecting our chil-
dren’s act, and we must also pass a 7-
day waiting period, which I will be in-
troducing to deal with automatic weap-
ons because guns kill.

And the question that all of my col-
leagues must ask: Do you believe in hu-
manity? Do you have courage? And can
you act? That is the only question to
save lives.

———

OUR BORDER IS NOT SECURE

(Mr. SMITH of Missouri asked and
was given permission to address the



June 7, 2022

House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
as the Republican leader of the House
Budget Committee, I led a group of 12
Members of Congress last week to the
Rio Grande Valley to see firsthand the
real cost of President Biden’s disas-
trous immigration agenda.

There were major gaps in border wall
and open areas that make it easier for
the Mexican cartels to make millions
of dollars trafficking humans and ille-
gal drugs over the border. And yet, we
saw $350 million worth of rusted border
wall materials sitting unused because
of President Biden’s illegal decision to
freeze border wall funding.

Border Patrol agents told me they
are seeing 10,000 encounters each week
in the Rio Grande Valley sector alone,
including 174 different nationalities
who have been apprehended on the
southern border. The rest of the world
has figured out that our border is not
secure, whether the Biden administra-
tion realizes it or not.

I will continue fighting to secure the
border and protect families from Presi-
dent Biden’s disastrous agenda.

—————

HONORING THE LIFE OF ALBERT
EARL KLEIN, SR.

(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in memory of Albert
Earl Klein, Sr., known as Al, a veteran,
a fellow pharmacist, and a small busi-
ness owner.

Born in Mt. Pleasant in 1925, Al ac-
quired a love for the outdoors, playing
multiple sports, and spending his free
time boating, becoming an accom-
plished fisherman at the young age of
18.

Al went on to serve in the Army,
training at Fort Bragg and eventually
traveling to Guam as a rescue boat op-
erator. He was honorably discharged
after receiving multiple citations and
decorations.

Upon returning home, Al earned his
doctorate degree in pharmacy at the
College of Charleston and obtained his
Georgia pharmacy license shortly
thereafter.

Al opened several drug stores, one of
them in my beautiful hometown of
Pooler, Georgia, and he enjoyed a suc-
cessful career of over 60 years.

After retirement, Al and his wife,
Ethel, enjoyed traveling, gardening,
and visiting their four children and 12
grandchildren.

Al was a veteran, an honorable busi-
ness owner, and a family man whose
love for the outdoors made sure he
lived life to the fullest. He will surely
be missed.

———
NEW YORK’S 22ND DISTRICT CON-

GRESSIONAL ART COMPETITION

(Ms. TENNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the participants of
this year’s Congressional Art Competi-
tion in New York’s 22nd Congressional
District.

Each year, dozens of high school stu-
dents from across the 22nd District
submit pieces of art that they have
spent countless hours and put tremen-
dous effort into perfecting; although
every work of art is abandoned, it is
never perfect.

Last year’s winner, Gavin Schiavi
from New Hartford, submitted a beau-
tiful piece done completely with col-
ored pencil, and our judges were thor-
oughly impressed with the attention to
detail and the amazing work done by
Gavin.

This year, we made a few additions to
the competition. During the last week
of April, we held two community art
shows where the students’ artwork was
on display for the public. Over 100 peo-
ple attended these viewings, voting on
two pieces as their favorite; those from
Gianna Yacobucci of New Hartford, and
Salwa Nadeem of Vestal.

Following these events, our inde-
pendent judges voted on the winners.
The first-place winner was Nadja Wall,
with her painting ‘“The Aquarium.” In
second was Anita Grant from New
Hartford; third, Olivia Muse from Ves-
tal; and fourth, Emily Carlson from
Holland Patent. Our judges agreed this
is one of the best years we have seen in
terms of competition and the quality of
work submitted.

I thank all of the teachers and stu-
dents for their work, and the parents as
well, for their support of these remark-
able students and their fantastic work.

I look forward to viewing everyone’s
work from all Members of Congress in
the hallways of Congress.

POLITICIZING THE UVALDE
TRAGEDY

(Mr. ROY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I noticed my
colleague from Texas down here a little
bit earlier talking about the tragedy in
Uvalde. And I can tell you, as someone
who represents central Texas and the
district and the county that shares a
border with Uvalde County, it hits
close to home.

But I would note that the President
of the United States and my colleagues
have suddenly found Uvalde and south
Texas on a map. When we have got
15,000 people in a caravan coming to
Texas; we have T700-some people, mi-
grants, who have died along the border;
we have mobile morgues being used in
south Texas along the Rio Grande; and
now suddenly, to go exploit a tragedy
for political purposes, my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle can find
Uvalde on a map. Because they sure as
hell haven’t been able to find Uvalde on
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a map over the last year and a half of
this administration.

We will have more to talk this week
about the politicization of this tragedy
in Uvalde, and targeting the pretext
and the false use by my colleague from
Texas of ‘‘automatic weapons’ as op-
posed to semi-automatic weapons.

But let’s be clear: Our borders remain
wide open, and Americans are dying in
droves; hundreds and thousands of peo-
ple across this country who are dying
because of open borders. We will talk
about it this week.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the following
enrolled bills were signed by Speaker
pro tempore Brown on Friday, June 3,
2022:

H.R. 1298, to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1233 North Cedar Street in
Owasso, Oklahoma, as the ‘‘Technical
Sergeant Marshall Roberts Post Office
Building”’;

H.R. 3579, to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 200 East Main Street in Maroa,
Illinois, as the Jeremy L. Ridlen Post
Office’’;

H.R. 3613, to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 202 Trumbell Street in Saint
Clair, Michigan, as the ‘‘Corporal Jeff-
ery Robert Standfest Post Office Build-
lng”;

H.R. 4168, to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 6223 Maple Street, in Omaha,
Nebraska, as the ‘“‘Petty Officer 1st
Class Charles Jackson French Post Of-
fice”.

—

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 24 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. JACKSON LEE) at 3 o’clock
and 1 minute p.m.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which the yeas and nays are or-
dered.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.
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IMPROVING ACCESS TO WORKERS’
COMPENSATION FOR INJURED
FEDERAL WORKERS ACT OF 2022

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 6087) to amend chapter 81 of
title 5, United States Code, to cover,
for purposes of workers’ compensation
under such chapter, services by physi-
cian assistants and nurse practitioners
provided to injured Federal workers,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 6087

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Improving
Access to Workers’ Compensation for Injured
Federal Workers Act of 2022”.

SEC. 2. INCLUSION OF PHYSICIAN ASSISTANTS
AND NURSE PRACTITIONERS IN FED-
ERAL EMPLOYEES’ COMPENSATION
ACT.

(a) INCLUSION.—Section 8101 of title 5,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3), by inserting ¢, other
eligible providers,” after ‘‘osteopathic prac-
titioners’;

(2) by striking ‘“‘and” at the end of para-
graphs (18) and (19);

(3) by striking the period at the end of
paragraph (20) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

‘(21) ‘other eligible provider’ means a
nurse practitioner or physician assistant
within the scope of their practice as defined
by State law.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Chapter 81
of title 5, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in section 8103(a)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘or other eligible pro-
vider” after ‘‘physician’ in each instance;
and

(B) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘or other
eligible providers’’ after ‘‘physicians’’;

(2) in section 8121(6), by inserting ‘‘or other
eligible provider” after ‘‘physician’’; and

(3) in section 8123(a)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘or other eligible pro-
vider” after ‘‘The employee may have a phy-
sician’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘or other eligible pro-
vider” after ‘“United States and the physi-
cian”.

(c) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 6 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall finalize rules to carry out
the amendments made by this Act.

SEC. 3. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY) and the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
WALBERG) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Connecticut.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, 1

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
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bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous material
on H.R. 6087, the Improving Access to
Workers’ Compensation for Injured
Federal Workers Act

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut?

There was no objection.

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, today, we are con-
sidering a straightforward bipartisan
bill that will alleviate some of the bar-
riers Federal workers face seeking
treatment and care after they have
been injured on the job.

Right now, whether we represent
urban districts or rural districts, we
are all hearing about the very real
shortage of physicians, whether it is in
general practice or specialty practices.
That is why it is important for Con-
gress to surgically and intelligently re-
form outdated, antiquated policies in
place that prevent qualified providers
from treating patients who need their
care.

This bill achieves that goal for Fed-
eral employees who need treatment for
workplace injuries or illness and will
allow qualified, licensed nurse practi-
tioners and physician assistants to
treat these patients safely and com-
petently and be reimbursed under the
Federal Employees’ Compensation Act.

The bill explicitly states, in section
2, that such treatment must adhere to
the scope of practice for nurse practi-
tioners and physician assistants, as de-
fined by State law. I repeat: The bill
was carefully crafted so that it does
not encroach on the authority of State
health licensing boards to determine
the scope of practice. That is one of the
reasons why the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor came together on a
bipartisan basis to unanimously en-
dorse passage of this bill.

Right now, injured Federal workers
who serve our Nation at agencies such
as the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, the Postal Service, and our Na-
tional Parks, to name a few, can only
receive the care they are entitled to
under the Federal workers’ compensa-
tion law if it is provided by a physi-
cian, and only a physician can certify a
claim regardless of whether the State
the worker resides in allows nurse
practitioners and PAs to practice inde-
pendently.

As any healthcare patient in America
knows, nurse practitioners and physi-
cian assistants are a growing portion of
primary care and healthcare workforce
nationwide, especially in rural areas.
Patients are ably and safely treated by
NPs and PAs in these settings every
day and having the capability to be
treated by a nurse practitioner or a
physician assistant increases access to
more timely treatment, particularly in
parts of the country experiencing phy-
sician shortages.

The benefit of increased access was
confirmed by the Congressional Budget
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Office in their analysis of this bill,
which found that it would have no im-
pact on direct spending by the govern-
ment.

Given the challenges some Federal
workers have in accessing their Fed-
eral workers’ comp benefits, allowing
these providers to be reimbursed for
the care they provide within the scope
of their practice is an extremely com-
monsense improvement. CBO has even
stated that this legislation would help
injured Federal workers return to the
job faster. In this labor market, any-
thing we can do to improve workers’
healthy recovery and job retention is
worthwhile.

This bill has been endorsed by the
National Rural Health Association, the
American Nursing Association, the
American Association of Nurse Practi-
tioners, the American Academy of Phy-
sician Assistants, as well as a diverse
coalition of unions representing Fed-
eral employees, such as the National
Treasury Employees Union and the Na-
tional Postal Mail Handlers Union.

Further, the Department of Labor’s
Office of the Workers’ Compensation
Programs which administers the Fed-
eral Employees’ Compensation Act for
Federal workers in agencies as diverse
as the Pentagon, Department of Home-
land Security, Interior, and Veterans
Affairs, has confirmed this legislation
will help alleviate barriers that create
delays for FECA claimants and would
expand injured workers access to med-
ical treatment.

Madam Speaker, I have the honor to
represent the largest military installa-
tion in New England, Naval Submarine
Base New London, which employs over
1,000 civilian Federal workers who per-
form outstanding work to support 16
attack submarines that deploy from
that base.

Some of that work is physically de-
manding, such as firefighters, police,
and crane operators, and injuries do
happen. This bill will create healthcare
parity for those patriots by ensuring
that they will have their claims han-
dled and treated the same as any other
workers who reside in Connecticut and
Rhode Island. This is an overdue and
important, but commonsense, way to
bring this program in line with the re-
ality of 21st century healthcare deliv-
ery.

Madam Speaker, I thank my Repub-
lican counterpart, Mr. WALBERG, for
his great support and work to bring
this issue forward. I also thank Chair-
man ScOTT and Ranking Member FOXX
for their bipartisan work supporting
this bill and getting it through com-
mittee.

Madam Speaker, I strongly urge a
“‘yes’ vote on this bipartisan and com-
monsense measure, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 6087, the Im-
proving Access to Workers’ Compensa-
tion for Injured Federal Workers Act,
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is a commonsense bill to improve ac-
cess to care for workers under the Fed-
eral Employees’ Compensation, or
FECA, program.

I rise in support of this bill that I
have co-led with my friend and col-
league, Representative COURTNEY, and
thank him, his staff, my staff, the staff
of the Committee on Education and
Labor for their diligent work on this
legislation.

The bill simply allows nurse practi-
tioners or physician assistants to care
for Federal employees under the Fed-
eral workers’ compensation program so
long—and I make this clear—so long as
that care is within their scope of prac-
tice under State law.

Under current Federal law, only a
physician can diagnose, certify, and
oversee the treatment of an injured
Federal worker receiving compensation
benefits. This requirement places an
additional burden on Federal employ-
ees who may have to drive great dis-
tances to receive care from an ap-
proved provider.

Additionally, it limits the injured in-
dividual’s choice, depriving them from
receiving healthcare from the provider
with whom they are most comfortable.
A majority of States already allow NPs
and PAs to diagnose, certify an injury,
and oversee the patient’s treatment
and care for their State workers’ com-
pensation programs. So it is time that
the Federal Government do the same
under the Federal disability program.
Furthermore, our bill will align the
FECA program with other Federal pro-
grams.

Currently, the Federal Government
allows care provided or overseen by
PAs and NPs in Medicare, Medicaid,
the Federal Employee Health Benefits
Program, and TRICARE. Additionally,
since 2017, the Social Security Admin-
istration has considered PAs and NPs,
along with physicians, as acceptable
sources of information for documenting
the existence of an impairment for pur-
poses of determining a disability.

Madam Speaker, across the country,
nurse practitioners and physician as-
sistants provide critical care, espe-
cially in rural communities where
there may not be a physician within a
reasonable distance. In Michigan, there
are 5,300 practicing physician assist-
ants and nearly 9,000 nurse practi-
tioners. They are an important part of
our primary care workforce in our
State.

Our bill updates Federal law to grant
Federal employees more choice in se-
lecting their healthcare provider, im-
prove access to care, and enable better
continuity of care. Again, I sincerely
thank my colleague, Representative
COURTNEY, and his staff for their great
work on this bipartisan, commonsense
bill.

Madam Speaker, I urge all Members
to support it, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, 1
again applaud Mr. WALBERG for his
leadership on this legislation.
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Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from the great Com-
monwealth of Virginia (Mr. ScoTT),
chairman of the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Connecticut for yielding.

Madam Speaker, more than 2 million
Federal employees provide key services
to the public. In fact, during the height
of the pandemic, Federal workers were
critical in delivering vaccines, personal
protective equipment, and other
COVID relief to the American people.
So it stands to reason that when a Fed-
eral worker gets sick or injured on the
job, we are obligated to provide them
and their families with the resources
and medical care that they need.

Today, we can improve that effort by
providing expanded healthcare access
for injured Federal workers who are
seeking healthcare covered by Federal
workers’ compensation. We live in a
country where people are increasingly
turning to nurse practitioners and phy-
sician assistants as their primary
healthcare provider. This is particu-
larly true in rural America where they
are disproportionately impacted by
physician shortages.

Unfortunately, Federal law now lim-
its what can be reimbursed under Fed-
eral workers’ compensation, forcing in-
jured workers to see only a physician
to certify the injury and disability as
work-related and to deliver services. It
is time to correct this lag in access to
healthcare. After all, core Federal
healthcare programs, including Medi-
care and the Veterans Affairs’ system,
already recognize services delivered by
nurse practitioners and physician as-
sistants if provided within the scope of
practice allowed by State law.

This bill would allow nurse practi-
tioners and physician assistants to re-
ceive reimbursement for healthcare
services they are providing to injured
Federal workers if, and only if, those
services are already permissible under
their State laws.

Madam Speaker, a ‘‘yes’’ vote on this
bill is a step to expand the group of
available healthcare providers con-
sistent with existing State law so that
we can ensure injured Federal workers
and their families get the support and
care they deserve.

I thank the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. COURTNEY) for his leader-
ship on the bill, along with the distin-
guished member of the Committee on
Education and Labor, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG), and the
committee’s ranking member, Dr.
Foxx, for their support of this legisla-
tion.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support the Improving Ac-
cess to Workers’ Compensation for In-
jured Federal Workers Act.

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HARRIS), my friend, the
MD.
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Mr. HARRIS. Madam Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding the
time.

Madam Speaker, I rise with concern
about H.R. 6087, Improving Access to
Workers’ Compensation for Injured
Federal Workers Act. It was mentioned
that it is fine if healthcare practi-
tioners are qualified to deliver work-
men’s comp. Certainly, in some States,
nurse practitioners and physician as-
sistants—nurse practitioners, specifi-
cally, can practice without a physician
oversight, but the question is whether
that is appropriate for workmen’s com-
pensation.

Remember, workmen’s compensation
includes people who have been injured
or claimed to have been injured on the
job. These employees deserve the high-
est level of care, the highest level of
evaluation, of diagnosis, certification,
and treatment. And what this bill does
is turns over the qualifications for who
is going to treat those injured Federal
workers to the State to make the deci-
sion. Because it says, Well, if in a State
they decide that a physician assistant
practicing independently is just fine,
well, that Federal worker is not going
to have the benefit of having a physi-
cian involved in that care.
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Madam Speaker, this is a serious pol-
icy debate. This debate should be tak-
ing place, I believe, not on a suspension
calendar but actually come under a
regular rule and be debated for whether
or not this is the way we want to treat
Federal employees, that we want to
subject them to a State level of care as
opposed to a level of care that we think
is appropriate, again, for an injured
Federal worker.

So, Madam Speaker, I include in the
RECORD a letter from the American
Medical Association strongly opposing
H.R. 6087.

AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION,
June 5, 2022.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
Hon. KEVIN MCCARTHY,
U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI AND MINORITY LEAD-
ER MCCARTHY: On behalf of the physician and
medical student members of the American
Medical Association (AMA), I am writing in
strong opposition to H.R. 6087, the ‘“Improv-
ing Access to Workers’ Compensation for In-
jured Federal Workers Act.” This legislation
would allow nurse practitioners (NPs) and
physician assistants (PAs) to diagnose, pre-
scribe, treat, and certify an injury and ex-
tent of disability for purposes of compen-
sating federal workers under the Federal
Employees’ Compensation Act (FECA).

Current law prohibits non-physician health
professionals from making these determina-
tions and reserves this function to physi-
cians who have the education, training, and
expertise to make these evaluations. The
AMA remains steadfast in its commitment
to patients who have said repeatedly that
they want and expect physicians leading
their health care team. In a recent survey of
U.S. voters, 68 percent say it is very impor-
tant for a physician to be involved in their
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diagnosis and treatment decisions. However,
H.R. 6087 effectively removes physicians
from the care team and sets up our federal
workers for suboptimal health outcomes and
increased costs, without improving access to
care. At a time when inflation is at an all-
time high and our economy is still strug-
gling to recover from the costs associated
with the COVID-19 pandemic, now is espe-
cially not the time for Congress to enact this
type of policy change.

EDUCATION MATTERS: PATIENTS WANT PHYSI-
CIANS INVOLVED IN THEIR DIAGNOSIS AND
TREATMENT DECISIONS
The AMA is concerned that H.R. 6087, while

perhaps well-intentioned for speedier work-
ers’ compensation determinations, will actu-
ally jeopardize patient care. While the bill
purports to allow NPs and PAs to diagnose,
prescribe, treat, and certify an injury and ex-
tent of disability within their state scope of
practice laws, the federal government dic-
tating this scope expansion will have the ef-
fect of setting the benchmark for the states.
We have seen this repeatedly with Medicare
coverage determinations, for example, set-
ting the benchmark for private plan cov-
erage determinations. Moreover, while all
health care professionals play a critical role
in providing care to patients, and NPs and
PAs are important members of the care
team, their skillsets are not interchangeable
with that of fully educated and trained phy-
sicians. This is fundamentally evident based
on the difference in education and training
between the distinct professions. Physicians
complete four years of medical school plus a
three-to-seven-year residency program, in-
cluding 10,000-16,000 hours of clinical train-
ing. By contrast, NPs, complete only two to
three years of education, have no residency
requirement, and only 500-720 hours of clin-
ical training. The current PA education
model is two years in length with only 2,000
hours of clinical care and no residency re-
quirement. Patients expect the most quali-
fied person—physician experts with un-
matched training, education, and experi-
ence—to be diagnosing and treating injured
federal workers and making often complex
clinical determinations on the nature of an
injury and extent of disability. NPs and PAs
do not have the education and training to
make these determinations and we should
not be offering a lower standard of care to
our federal workers who are injured.

But it is more than just the vast difference
in hours of education and training; it is also
the difference in rigor and standardization
between medical school/residency and NP
and PA programs that matter and must be
assessed. During medical school, students re-
ceive a comprehensive education in the
classroom and in laboratories, where they
study the biological, chemical, pharma-
cological, and behavioral aspects of the
human condition. This period of intense
study is supplemented by two years of pa-
tient care rotations through different spe-
cialties, during which medical students as-
sist licensed physicians in the care of pa-
tients. During clinical rotations, medical
students continue to develop their clinical
judgment and medical decision-making
skills through direct experience managing
patients in all aspects of medicine. Fol-
lowing graduation, students must then pass
a series of examinations to assess a physi-
cian’s readiness for licensure. At this point,
medical students ‘‘match’ into a three-to-
seven-year residency program during which
they provide care in a select surgical or med-
ical specialty under the supervision of expe-
rienced physician faculty. As resident physi-
cians gain experience and demonstrate
growth in their ability to care for patients,
they are given greater responsibility and
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independence. NP programs do not have
similar time-tested standardizations. For ex-
ample, between 2010-2017, the number of NP
programs grew by more than 30 percent with
well over half of these programs offered
mostly or completely online, meaning less
in-person instruction and hands-on clinical
experience. In addition, many programs re-
quire students to find their own preceptor to
meet their practice hours requirement, re-
sulting in much variation among students’
clinical experiences. Our injured federal
workers deserve better—they deserve and
have a right to have physicians leading their
health care team.
INCREASING SCOPE OF PRACTICE OF NPS AND
PAS CAN LEAD TO INCREASED HEALTH CARE
COSTS

There is strong evidence that increasing
the scope of practice of NPs and PAs has re-
sulted in increased health care costs due to
overprescribing and overutilization of diag-
nostic imaging and other services. For exam-
ple, a 2020 study published in the Journal of
Internal Medicine found 3.8 percent of physi-
cians (MDs/DOs) compared to 8.0 percent of
NPs met at least one definition of overpre-
scribing opioids and 1.3 percent of physicians
compared to 6.3 percent of NPs prescribed an
opioid to at least 50 percent of patients. The
study further found that, in states that allow
independent prescribing, NPs were 20 times
more likely to overprescribe opioids than
those in prescription-restricted states.

Multiple studies have also shown that NPs
order more diagnostic imaging than physi-
cians, which increases health care costs and
threatens patient safety by exposing pa-
tients to unnecessary radiation. For exam-
ple, a study in the Journal of the American
College of Radiology, which analyzed skel-
etal x-ray utilization for Medicare bene-
ficiaries from 2003 to 2015, found ordering in-
creased substantially—more than 400 per-
cent—by non-physicians, primarily NPs and
PAs, during this time frame. A separate
study published in JAMA Internal Medicine
found NPs ordered more diagnostic imaging
than primary care physicians following an
outpatient visit. The study controlled for
imaging claims that occurred after a referral
to a specialist. The authors opined this in-
creased utilization may have important
ramifications on costs, safety, and quality of
care. They further found greater coordina-
tion in health care teams may produce bet-
ter outcomes than merely expanding NP
scope of practice alone.

In addition, a recent study from the Hat-
tiesburg Clinic in Mississippi found that al-
lowing NPs and PAs to function with inde-
pendent patient panels under physician su-
pervision in the primary care setting re-
sulted in higher costs, higher utilization of
services, and lower quality of care compared
to panels of patients with a primary care
physician. Specifically, the study found that
non-nursing home Medicare ACO patient
spend was $43 higher per member, per month
for patients on a NP/PA panel compared to
those with a primary care physician. Simi-
larly, patients with an NP/PA as their pri-
mary care provider were 1.8 percent more
likely to visit the ER and had an 8 percent
higher referral rate to specialists despite
being younger and healthier than the cohort
of patients in the primary care physician
panel. On quality of care, the researchers ex-
amined 10 quality measures and found that
physicians performed better on 9 of the 10
measures compared to the non-physicians.

The findings are clear: NPs and PAs tend
to prescribe more opioids than physicians,
order more diagnostic imaging than physi-
cians, and overprescribe antibiotics—all
which increase health care costs and threat-
en patient safety. The Hattiesburg Clinic
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study further confirms these findings and
the need for physician-led team-based care.
Before expanding the scope of practice of all
NPs and PAs and essentially removing physi-
cians from the care team, we encourage Con-
gress to carefully review these studies. We
believe you will agree that the results are
startling and have significant impact on the
assessment of risk to the health and welfare
of patients, as well as the impact on the cost
of health care in the United States.

Finally, proponents of H.R. 6087 cite rec-
ognition of NPs and PAs within the FECA as
necessary in order to assist with diagnosing
and treating patients who contract COVID-
19 in the workplace. They claim that permit-
ting NPs and PAs to diagnose and treat indi-
viduals suffering from COVID-19 injuries is
believed to help patients get back to work
faster so they can continue to provide for
their families. Yet, COVID-19, a virus that is
already responsible for the death of over one
million individuals just in the United States,
is a complex disease with varying impacts
based on patient co-morbidities. Further-
more, pre-existing conditions and other com-
plicating health factors have a tremendous
impact on whether vaccines and therapeutics
are appropriate for patients who have con-
tracted COVID-19. These complexities high-
light the fact that physician experts are best
suited to be assessing, diagnosing, and treat-
ing patients in the FECA program.

SCOPE EXPANSIONS HAVE NOT PROVEN TO

INCREASE ACCESS TO CARE IN RURAL AREAS

Proponents of scope expansion have argued
that legislation like H.R. 6087 is necessary to
expand access to care. This promise has been
made for years by NPs and PAs seeking
scope expansions at the state-level, but it
has not proven true. In reviewing the actual
practice locations of primary care physicians
compared to NPs and PAs, it is clear that
physicians and non-physicians tend to prac-
tice in the same areas of the state. This is
true even in those states where, for example,
NPs can practice without physician involve-
ment. The Graduate Nurse Demonstration
Project (the Project), conducted by the Cen-
ters for Medicare & Medicaid Services, con-
firmed this as well. One goal of the Project
was to determine whether increased funding
for Advanced Practice Registered Nursing
(APRNs) programs would increase the num-
ber of APRNs practicing in rural areas. The
results found that this did not happen. In
fact, only 9 percent of alumni from the pro-
gram went on to work in rural areas.

Moreover, workforce studies in various
states have shown a growing number of NPs
are not entering primary care. For example,
the Oregon Center for Nursing found only 25
percent of NPs practice primary care. Simi-
larly, the Center for Health Workforce Stud-
ies conducted a study on the NP workforce
in New York that found, ‘‘[w]hile the vast
majority of NPs report a primary care spe-
cialty certification, about one-third of active
NPs are considered primary care NPs, which
is based on both NP specialty certification
and practice setting.” In addition, the study
found newly graduated NPs were more likely
to enter specialty or subspecialty care rather
than primary care. In short, the evidence is
clear that expanding scope for NPs and PAs
will not necessarily lead to better access to
care in rural America.

Rather than supporting an unproven path
forward, Congress should consider proven so-
lutions to increase access to care, including
supporting physician-led team-based care.
Evidence shows that states that require phy-
sician-led team-based care have seen a great-
er overall increase in the number of NPs
compared to states that allow independent
practice. The Congressional Budget Office es-
timates the cost of this legislation is zero
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and includes in its assumptions that while
some workers may get services more quick-
ly, increasing costs to the federal govern-
ment, that these workers might also return
to work more quickly saving the federal gov-
ernment money for a net cost of zero. How-
ever, this analysis fails to take into account
the cost to the health care system when pa-
tients do not receive the right care at the
right time. Eliminating physicians from
workers’ compensation determinations in-
creases this likelihood exponentially and is a
gamble with the health of our federal work-
ers that Congress should not be willing to
take.

ENACTMENT UNDER SUSPENSION OF THE HOUSE

RULES IS INAPPROPRIATE

The AMA is also concerned that the House
of Representatives is attempting to pass
H.R. 6087 under ‘‘suspension of the rules,” a
procedural tactic that is often used to act
expeditiously on legislation that is typically
non-controversial. Bills considered ‘‘under
suspension’ receive limited floor debate, all
floor amendments are prohibited, and a two-
thirds vote of all members present is re-
quired for final passage.

H.R. 6087 does not meet the definition of a
‘“‘non-controversial” bill and, therefore,
should not be considered under suspension of
the rules. First and foremost, the strong con-
cerns we raise in this letter should be suffi-
cient for lawmakers to recognize that legis-
lation that would be detrimental to the
health and welfare of federal workers should
not be considered under this fast-track par-
liamentary procedure. While it passed out of
the House Education and Labor Committee
in mid-March 2022, H.R. 6087 was formally in-
troduced two months ago and has only gen-
erated 18 total cosponsors. Bills enacted
under suspension of the rules typically gar-
ner hundreds of cosponsors, thus indicating a
high level of bipartisan support. It is unclear
whether a strong collection of bipartisan
members of the House of Representatives
support this legislation that inappropriately
expands non-physician practitioner scope of
practice. While the AMA opposes final pas-
sage of this legislation, we urge the House of
Representatives to reject enactment of this
bill under suspension of the rules.

CONCLUSION

For all the reasons above, we strongly en-
courage you to protect the health and safety
of our injured federal workers and oppose
passage of H.R. 6087.

Sincerely,
JAMES L. MADARA, MD.

Mr. HARRIS. Madam Speaker, they
give reasons. They say, look, education
matters. Patients want physicians in-
volved in their diagnosis and treatment
decisions. I think that is true.

They say that increasing the scope of
practice of nurse practitioners or phy-
sician assistants can lead to increased
healthcare costs, specifically men-
tioning the fact that there are studies
now that show that when a nurse prac-
titioner is involved or a physician as-
sistant——

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, I
yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentleman.

Mr. HARRIS. Madam Speaker, they
mention that, for instance, opioid over-
prescribing occurs four times as much
when a nurse practitioner is involved.
Obviously, in a workers’ comp case
where injury may be determined, this

The
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could be significant. This is something
we should deal with.

Finally, even the AMA recognized
that they are concerned that we are at-
tempting to pass this under suspension
of the rules usually, typically, reserved
for noncontroversial bills.

Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me time.

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Just briefly, I agree with the gen-
tleman from Maryland that the goal
here should be what is best for Federal
employees, who do critical work for
our country, but I think also what we
want is what is best for people who are
protected by Social Security Disability
Insurance, by the Federal Employees
Health Benefits Program, which are
programs in which independent prac-
tice of nurse practitioners and physi-
cian assistants has been well estab-
lished and, again, subject to scope of
practice in the State where the patient
resides.

Again, this is just simply conforming
Federal workers’ compensation law
with existing practice and a whole host
of other Federal programs involving
really important populations that all
of us have a duty to protect.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Ms. ADAMS), a member of the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee who does
outstanding work on the Workforce
Protections Subcommittee as its chair.

Ms. ADAMS. Madam Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding and
for his work on this bill. I rise in sup-
port of the Improving Access to Work-
ers’ Compensation for Injured Federal
Workers Act of 2022, a bill that I am
proud to have cosponsored.

North Carolina is home to over 45,000
Federal employees who are restricted
from having a nurse practitioner or
physician assistant diagnose or oversee
the patient’s treatment and care for
their workers’ compensation claim.
North Carolina is one of many States
that currently authorize nurse practi-
tioners to provide this care for non-
Federal employees.

H.R. 6087 will increase patient choice
for the tens of thousands of Federal
employees in my State by making the
Federal Employees’ Compensation Act
consistent with State law.

As chairwoman of the Workforce Pro-
tections Subcommittee, I am disheart-
ened to hear that my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle argue that we
are rushing this bill.

H.R. 6087 has gone through the nor-
mal legislative order. My sub-
committee held a hearing on this bill
in December 2021, and the Education
and Labor Committee held a markup
on the bill in March just a few months
ago.

Of note, the bill passed out of com-
mittee with a bipartisan, unanimous
voice vote.

This is a commonsense bill, and I
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’” on
H.R. 6087.
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Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I add to the comments about con-
cerns about the care that is being pro-
vided. Repeated studies over the dec-
ades have shown that NPs and PAs pro-
vide outstanding quality of care, im-
prove health outcomes, and increase
cost-effectiveness.

Additionally, these healthcare pro-
fessionals have advanced degrees from
nationally accredited programs that
include both classroom and clinical ro-
tations and must demonstrate clinical
competency.

Once more, if there were legitimate
concerns about the quality of care,
whether it is a Federal program or
State program, provided by NPs and
PAs to injured workers, then States
would not license them to treat or di-
agnose these workers under State
workers’ compensation programs. How-
ever, the vast majority of States do
recognize nurse practitioners and phy-
sician assistants as eligible providers
for diagnosing and treating disability
claims.

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. MURPHY), my good friend.

Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for allowing me to speak today.

I rise in opposition to H.R. 6087. I do
this as a physician where I understand
that diagnosing, treating, and certi-
fying disability claims takes an ex-
pert’s opinion—not general medicine,
an expert’s opinion—and physicians
have exceedingly more training and ex-
perience in dealing with what are truly
complex medical issues.

Let’s be very clear: Disability is a
complex issue. It is a lifelong problem.
This particular instance requires diag-
nosis, treatment, and evaluations con-
tinually. There is nothing wrong with
the system that we have in this coun-
try. In many instances, we find that we
work together well as a team. But I
think our Federal workers really, in
this specific avenue, deserve better,
and I urge them to understand that
physicians are the best ones to do this.

Using the claim that there is a physi-
cian shortage should not be an excuse
to lower what I believe are standards
for expert care.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill.

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, I
yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Ms. Foxx), the ranking member of the
Education and Labor Committee and
my good friend and colleague.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Michigan for yield-
ing.

I rise in support of this bipartisan
legislation to allow nurse practitioners
and physician assistants to act as eligi-
ble providers under the Federal Em-
ployees’ Compensation Act program
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within the scope of their practice under
State law.

Under current law, nurse practi-
tioners and physician assistants are
unable to treat Federal workers cov-
ered by FECA, even though most State
workers’ compensation programs au-
thorize them to provide this care for
private-sector employees.

To be clear, H.R. 6087 defers to State
law and does not expand the scope of
practice. This legislation aligns FECA
with other Federal programs that al-
ready include care provided by nurse
practitioners and physician assistants,
such as Medicare and the Veterans
Health Administration program.

H.R. 6087 would increase healthcare
access and choice for Federal employ-
ees when many areas of our country
are grappling with provider shortages,
especially in rural areas.

According to the National Rural
Health Association, nurse practitioners
and physician assistants account for a
third of all primary care clinicians
treating Medicare beneficiaries nation-
wide, and they are closer to half of the
primary care clinicians in rural areas.

Improving healthcare access for
FECA beneficiaries would allow injured
Federal employees to return to the
workforce more quickly, benefiting
both employees and taxpayers.

I urge my colleagues to support this
commonsense, bipartisan improvement
to our Federal workers’ compensation
program. I thank my committee col-
leagues, Representatives WALBERG and
COURTNEY, and Chairman ScoTT for ad-
vancing this important legislation.

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Just briefly, again, I thank the rank-
ing member, Congresswoman FoOXX, for
her remarks and Mr. WALBERG, who I
think very effectively and specifically
addressed some of the issues that we
have heard in this brief debate regard-
ing whether or not this is opening the
door to practitioners who really aren’t
qualified to engage in the handling of
workers’ compensation claims.

Right now, today, there are 27 States
that actually allow nurse practitioners
and physician assistants to handle
workers’ compensation claims under
State law, including, by the way, North
Carolina and Maryland. Just going
down the list, it is from all different re-
gions of the country, and, again, I
think it has demonstrated that the sys-
tem functions smoothly. As the Con-
gressional Budget Office indicated, it
allows for quicker care because you
have more access when you have a
broader, larger pool of qualified practi-
tioners.

That is really what this bill is aimed
at. It is just to make sure that Federal
workers will have that same oppor-
tunity to access care, particularly
when they are in underserved parts of
the country.

To sort of frame it, I mentioned ear-
lier the New London sub base where
they have a really sizable firefighters
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contingent there. Again, fires on sub-
marines and Navy ships is a demand-
ing, highly specialized area of practice.
If they get injured on the job, they do
not have the same rights as a fire-
fighter who works for the city of New
London who gets injured on the job, in
terms of having access to a nurse prac-
titioner or a physician assistant to
handle that individual’s treatment and
care and their disability claim.

That is really what this bill is doing.
It is just simply establishing parity for
Federal workers who reside in those 28
States that recognize independent
practice by physician assistants and
nurse practitioners.

I have some letters of support,
Madam Speaker, which I include in the
RECORD: one from the National Postal
Mail Handlers Union, one from the Na-
tional Treasury Employees Union, one
from the National Rural Health Asso-
ciation, one from the American Asso-
ciation of Nurse Practitioners, and one
from the American Association of Phy-
sician Assistants.

NATIONAL POSTAL MAIL
HANDLERS UNION,
Washington, DC.
Hon. JOE COURTNEY,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN COURTNEY: On behalf
of the National Postal Mail Handlers Union,
which represents over 50,000 mail handlers
across the country, I write in support of H.R.
6087, the Improving Access to Workers’ Com-
pensation for injured Federal Workers Act.

Your legislation is a commonsense solu-
tion to amend the Federal Employees’ Com-
pensation Act to grant injured postal and
federal workers wider access medical care
from eligible providers. This will ensure they
are able to claim workers’ compensation and
receive necessary care in a timely manner.

As it can be difficult to expeditiously
schedule appointments with physicians for
work-related injuries, H.R. 6087 extends eligi-
ble providers to include physician assistants
and nurse practitioners. It is an unfortunate
fact that postal employees are the largest
group of beneficiaries under current FECA
regulations. Your legislation will ensure
those injured on the job will have access to
medical care and can see their preferred pri-
mary care provider.

I look forward to seeing H.R. 6087 gain sup-
port within the House Education and Labor
Committee, and its advancement through
the House.

In solidarity,
PAUL V. HOGROGIAN,
National President,
National Postal Mail Handlers Union.

THE NATIONAL TREASURY
EMPLOYEES UNION,
June 6, 2022.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: This week, the
House of Representatives is expected to vote
on suspension on the Improving Access to
Workers’ Compensation for Injured Federal
Workers Act of 2022 (HR 6087). The National
Treasury Employees Union (NTEU) strongly
supports this legislation and urges you to
vote YES.

This bill would improve access to benefits
under the Federal Employees’ Compensation
Act (FECA), which serves as the workers’
compensation program for federal employ-
ees. It does so by allowing workers to have
their medical care provided by a Nurse Prac-
titioner (NP) or Physician Assistant (PA), as
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well as have NPs and PAs provide certifi-
cation of injury. This bipartisan bill was in-
troduced by Rep. Joseph Courtney (CT) and
Rep. Timothy Walberg (MI) and passed out of
the Education & Labor Committee on a bi-
partisan basis.

Thank you for your consideration of our
views. Please feel free to contact Kurt
Vorndran of the NTEU Department of Legis-
lation if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
ANTHONY M. REARDON,
National President.
NATIONAL RURAL
HEALTH ASSOCIATION,
Washington, DC, June 6, 2022.
Re H.R. 6087, the Improving Access to Work-
ers’ Compensation for Injured Federal
Workers Act, under suspension in the
House of Representatives.

Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker,

House of Representatives.
Hon. KEVIN MCCARTHY,
Minority Leader,

House of Representatives.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI AND MINORITY LEAD-
ER MCCARTHY: The National Rural Health
Association (NRHA) writes in support of
House passage for H.R. 6087, the Improving
Access to Workers’ Compensation for Injured
Federal Workers Act, which is scheduled to
be considered by the House of Representa-
tives this week. This legislation would allow
nurse practitioners (NP) and physician as-
sistants (PA) to diagnose, treat, and provide
care for federal employees who are injured at
work, consistent with state scope of prac-
tice. In fact, most states already authorize
NPs to provide this care for non-federal em-
ployees.

NRHA is a non-profit membership organi-
zation with more than 21,000 members na-
tionwide that provides leadership on rural
health issues. Our membership includes
every component of rural America’s health
care, including rural community hospitals,
critical access hospitals, doctors, nurses, and
patients. We provide leadership on rural
health issues through advocacy, communica-
tions, education, and research.

NRHA is supportive of this legislation as
NPs and PAs are common primary care pro-
viders in rural communities. According to
MedPAC, in 2018 advanced practice reg-
istered nurses (APRN) and PAs accounted for
a third of all primary care clinicians treat-
ing Medicare beneficiaries nationwide. In
rural communities, their presence is closer
to half of the primary care clinicians. Be-
cause of the significant presence of NPs and
PAs, and the quality of care they provide,
NRHA urges swift passage of this legislation.
This commonsense bill will ensure increased
access to needed services in our rural areas.

Thank you for your consideration of this
important legislation. If you have questions,
please contact Josh Jorgensen.

Sincerely,
ALAN MORGAN,
Chief Executive Officer,
National Rural Health Association.

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF
NURSE PRACTITIONERS,
March 4, 2022.
Hon. JOE COURTNEY,
Washington, DC.
Hon. TIM WALBERG,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVES COURTNEY AND
WALBERG: The American Association of
Nurse Practitioners (AANP), representing
more than 325,000 nurse practitioners (NPs)
in the United States, is pleased to support
H.R. 6087, the Improving Access to Workers’
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Compensation for injured Federal Workers
Act. This legislation would retire outdated
barriers in the Federal Employees’ Com-
pensation Act (FECA) that limit the ability
of NPs to provide care and treatment for in-
jured or ill federal employees. AANP thanks
you for you continued efforts to improve the
health care system for our nation’s federal
employees.

Currently, federal employees can select an
NP as their health care provider under the
Federal Employees Health Benefits Program
(FEHPB), and the majority of states author-
ize NPs to provide the diagnosis and treat-
ment for a workplace related injury. How-
ever, contrary to the workers’ compensation
process in most states, FECA requires that
only a physician can make the diagnosis,
certify the injury and extent of the dis-
ability, and oversee the patient’s treatment
and care. This barrier places an additional
burden on the over two million federal em-
ployees, depriving them from receiving
health care from their provider of choice, as
well as hindering timely access to care and
continuity of care.

As you know, H.R. 6087 would update the
federal workers’ compensation program and
authorize NPs to certify disabilities and
oversee treatment for injured or ill federal
employees under FECA. This would improve
access to health care for injured or ill federal
employees, particularly in rural and under-
served communities, and better align the
federal workers’ compensation program with
the majority of states and FEHBP. By updat-
ing FECA to authorize federal employees to
select their health care provider of choice
when they are injured or become ill in the
course of their federal employment, greater
access, overall efficiency and better con-
tinuity of care can be achieved. We thank
you for this impactful legislation and look
forward to continuing to work with you to
ensure H.R. 6087 becomes law.

Thank you again for your tireless efforts
on behalf of federal employees. Should you
have comments or questions, please direct
them to MaryAnne Sapio, V.P. Federal Gov-
ernment Affairs.

Sincerely,
JON FANNING, MS, CAE, CNED,
Chief Executive Officer,
American Association of Nurse Practioners.

AAPA,
Alexandria, VA, March 15, 2022.
Hon. JOE COURTNEY,
Washington, DC.
Hon. TIM WALBERG,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVES COURTNEY AND
WALBERG: On behalf of the more than 151,000
PAs (physician assistants) throughout the
United States, the American Academy of
PAs (AAPA) lends strong support to H.R.
6087, the Improving Access to Worker’s Com-
pensation for Injured Federal Workers Act.
AAPA thanks you for your continued sup-
port of the federal workforce and unwavering
commitment to ensuring that all Americans
have access to high-quality healthcare.

As you know, U.S. federal and postal em-
ployees receive workers compensation cov-
erage through the Federal Employee’s Com-
pensation Act (FECA) for employment-re-
lated injuries and occupational disease. How-
ever, as currently written, FECA does not
cover medical care provided by PAs within
the definition of ‘“‘medical, surgical, and hos-
pital services . . .”” and FECA claims signed
by PAs are routinely denied. This undue re-
striction negatively impacts federal employ-
ees, especially those in rural and under-
served areas, who receive primary care from
PAs.

PAs practice in all medical and surgical
specialties in all 50 states, the District of Co-
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lumbia, U.S. territories, and the uniformed
services. PAs provide high-quality, cost-ef-
fective medical care in every specialty and
setting, undertake rigorous education and
clinical training, and are well established as
medical professionals. PAs are recognized as
qualified healthcare providers under Medi-
care, Medicaid, and almost every state and
federal healthcare program, including state
workers’ compensation programs. PAs are
also included in the definition of an ‘‘accept-
able medical source’ by the Social Security
Administration for the purposes of certifying
that an individual has a medically deter-
minable impairment. Further, thousands of
PAs are employed by the federal government
as healthcare providers and work within the
Department of Veterans Affairs, the Depart-
ment of Defense, the Public Health Service,
and Indian Health Services. However, PAs
are not considered healthcare providers
within FECA, an oversight that does not
align with state or other federal programs.

H.R. 6087 would ensure that federal em-
ployees can access high-quality healthcare
from the provider of their choice, as well as
further align FECA with state workers com-
pensation programs which recognize PAs as
covered providers. It is well within the edu-
cation and training of PAs to provide treat-
ment to federal employees who are injured in
the course of their work for the government,
and it is time to remove this outdated and
unnecessary restriction.

AAPA appreciates your work and dedica-
tion to the federal workforce and our na-
tion’s healthcare system. If we can be of as-
sistance to you on this or any issue, please
do not hesitate to contact Tate Heuer, AAPA
Vice President, Federal Advocacy.

Sincerely
LIsA M. GABLES, CPA,
Chief Executive Officer.

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I appreciate that information being
shared, but I would like to address
some of the concerns that my good
friends from the Doc Caucus have pre-
sented.

We have discussed this in committee
representing districts that are rural,
urban, and suburban, and the chal-
lenges that are there. Again, the issue
of States’ rights and the ability of
States to make decisions, there is a
primacy that is there that we ought to
consider very strongly.

A majority of States already allow
nurse practitioners and PAs to diag-
nose, certify an injury, and oversee pa-
tients’ treatment. Furthermore, if we
are talking about precedent, our bill
will align the FECA program with
other Federal programs currently in
place. Currently, the Federal Govern-
ment allows care provided or overseen
by PAs and NPs in, I state it again,
Medicare, Medicaid, the Federal Em-
ployees Health Benefits Program, and
TRICARE.

That is significant. Those are text-
book studies on how it is working al-
ready. Adding to this just seems like it
is justified and very important to do.

Going back to the States’ concerns,
as well, if diagnosing or treating a par-
ticular workplace injury is outside of
the scope of practice for a nurse practi-
tioner or a physician assistant under
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their State’s law, then they would not
be covered under this bill, plain and
simple. The bill preserves States’
rights to make those determinations.

H.R. 6087 is simply expanding choice,
important at this time, especially with
inflation and the cost that is going on
in coming out of a pandemic and get-
ting in endemic situations.

The Congressional Budget Office, I
repeat, noted that the bill would not
affect direct spending. In fact, CBO
noted in its score that the bill may re-
sult in injured workers receiving treat-
ment faster and, as my colleague Rep-
resentative COURTNEY said, thereby re-
turning them to work and productivity
more quickly and reducing the actual
cost for some FECA costs in the proc-
ess.

Getting workers healthy and back to
work is not only good for the indi-
vidual but also good for our economy
as we look to get through these worri-
some economic times.
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I accept the concerns of the medical
doctors. I understand that they have
committed themselves to significant
training and significant time in the
classroom and in the hospital itself,
but we also know that we have come of
an age where doctors very regularly
use the services and need the services
of nurse practitioners and physician as-
sistants.

There are communities in my dis-
trict, in rural areas, where the doctor
is a physician assistant. The people ap-
preciate them and receive good care as
well.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. ROD-
NEY DAVIS).

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Speaker, I thank my good
friend, Mr. WALBERG, and appreciate
his leadership on this issue and also,
the bipartisanship that is being shown
to the American people today to ad-
dress an issue that is important—to
Ranking Member FOXX, too—to our
communities.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 6087 because of what has been said.
The positive impact that this bill can
have within our medical communities,
and giving Americans access to the
healthcare that they deserve is some-
thing that deserves all of our support.

This bill would include physician as-
sistants and nurse practitioners in the
Federal workers’ compensation pro-
gram and put them in line with the
State scope of practice. It is also going
to improve access to care for injured
Federal workers and postal employers,
especially in the areas that I serve—in
rural and underserved areas—like cen-
tral and southwestern Illinois.

Getting people back to work as soon
as they can once they recover from an
injury is now more important than
ever given the record inflation we are
seeing and the staggering 11.4 million
open jobs in this country.

This is a commonsense piece of legis-
lation. I am glad to support the work
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of my friend, Congressman TIM
WALBERG, on this bill to ensure that in-
jured Federal employees return to the
workforce quickly.

Madam Speaker, I encourage all of
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ on this
important bill.

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, I
include in the RECORD a letter from the
Nursing Community Coalition, which
represents 63 national nursing organi-
zations all across America.

NURSING COMMUNITY COALITION,
June 7, 2022.
Hon. JOE COURTNEY,
Washington, DC.
Hon. TiM WALBERG,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVES COURTNEY AND
WALBERG: On behalf of the Steering Com-
mittee of the Nursing Community Coalition
(NCC), which represents 63 national nursing
organizations, we are pleased to support H.R.
6087, the Improving Access to Workers’ Com-
pensation for Injured Federal Workers Act,
which would retire outdated barriers in the
Federal Employees’ Compensation Act
(FECA) that limit the ability of Nurse Prac-
titioners (NPs) to provide care and treat-
ment for injured or ill federal employees.
The NCC is a cross section of education,
practice, research, and regulation within the
nursing profession representing Registered
Nurses (RNs), Advanced Practice Registered
Nurses (APRNSs), nurse leaders, students, fac-
ulty, and researchers. We appreciate your
continued efforts to improve the health care
system for our nation’s federal employees
and strongly support passage of H.R. 6087.

Currently, federal employees can select an
NP as their health care provider under the
Federal Employees Health Benefits Program
(FEHPB), and the majority of states author-
ize NPs to provide the diagnosis and treat-
ment for a workplace related injury. How-
ever, contrary to the workers’ compensation
process in most states, FECA requires that
only a physician can make the diagnosis,
certify the injury and extent of the dis-
ability, and oversee the patient’s treatment
and care. This barrier places an additional
burden on the over two million federal em-
ployees, depriving them from receiving
health care from their provider of choice, as
well as hindering timely access to care and
continuity of care.

H.R. 6087 would update the federal workers’
compensation program and authorize NPs to
certify disabilities and oversee treatment for
injured or ill federal employees under FECA.
This would improve access to health care for
injured or ill federal employees, particularly
in rural and underserved communities, and
better align the federal workers’ compensa-
tion program with the majority of states and
FEHBP. By updating FECA to authorize fed-
eral employees to select their health care
provider of choice when they are injured or
become ill in the course of their federal em-
ployment, greater access, overall efficiency
and better continuity of care can be
achieved.

We appreciate this important legislation
and strongly support passage of H.R. 6087,
the Improving Access to Workers’ Compensa-
tion for Injured Federal Workers Act. Should
you have any questions or if the Nursing
Community Coalition can be of any addi-
tional assistance please contact the coali-
tion’s Executive Director, Rachel Stevenson.

Sincerely,

American Association of Colleges of Nurs-
ing, American Association of Nurse Anesthe-
siology, American Association of Nurse
Practitioners, American Nurses Association,
Association of Women’s Health, Obstetric
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and Neonatal Nurses, National Association
of Pediatric Nurse Practitioners, National
Council of State Boards of Nursing, National
League for Nursing, Oncology Nursing Soci-
ety.

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, I
am prepared to close and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, we have all heard of
the physician shortage in America.
Nurse practitioners and physician as-
sistants are a critical component in
fulfilling the provider gap. There are
355,000 nurse practitioners and more
than 150,000 physician assistants across
the country.

These healthcare professionals have
advanced degrees from nationally ac-
credited programs and include both
classroom and clinical rotations and
must demonstrate clinical competency.

Allowing nurse practitioners and
physician assistants to diagnose, cer-
tify, and treat injured Federal workers
to the full extent of their State license
is not only common sense but is smart
economic policy to ensure workers get
back to work more quickly and off gov-
ernment supported programs.

The bill will not remove physicians
from providing care to an injured
worker if that is who the patient
chooses. The bill is simply giving in-
jured workers more choice to get the
timely care they need.

The CBO scored the bill as having in-
significant impact on direct spending
and noted, may result, in fact, in in-
jured workers receiving treatment fast-
er, thereby returning to work more
quickly and reducing costs for the
FECA program.

Lastly, the FECA program is vir-
tually the last remaining Federal
health program that does not recognize
the role that PAs and NPs play in mod-
ern healthcare delivery. They can al-
ready provide and oversee care in Medi-
care, Medicaid, the Federal Employee
Health Benefits program, the VA, DOD,
Indian Health Service, and the Bureau
of Prisons, and are recognized by the
Social Security Administration.

Furthermore, the bill aligns with the
majority of States which already au-
thorize NPs and PAs to certify and
oversee healthcare for patients in their
State workers’ compensation pro-
grams.

This is a commonsense, bipartisan
bill that will make the Federal work-
ers’ compensation program more effi-
cient and ensure workers have access
to a health provider of their choice.

Madam Speaker, I thank Chairman
ScoTT, Ranking Member FoxX, and Mr.
COURTNEY for their support of this bill,
and I urge the rest of my colleagues to
support this bill. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time.
Mr. WALBERG’s eloquence, and com-
prehensive closing statement I think
really said it all. I tip my hat to him,
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Ranking Member FOoxXX, Mr. DAVIS from
the minority side of the aisle, and the
speakers on this side that really rep-
resent a bipartisan message that we
are prepared to get our Federal Em-
ployee Workers’ Compensation Act
modernized so that the hard work of
nurse practitioners and physician as-
sistants and the work that they do
every single day around the country is
now extended to a critical part of our
healthcare system and also our Federal
disability benefits system.

This is really about giving patients a
choice. There is nothing in this bill
that mandates that they can’t go to a
physician or that they don’t have that
option. In some areas people just don’t
have that choice. If you are in a place
where the only real access is to a phy-
sician assistant or a nurse practitioner,
sometimes for even a life-threatening
injury, we need to open the door to
give people that opportunity. That is
precisely what this bill does.

It came out of committee with a
unanimous vote. I strongly urge all of
my colleagues from both sides of the
aisle to follow the lead of the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee and pass
this bill with an overwhelming major-
ity.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, as a
steadfast ally of the men and women serving
in the federal government, | rise in support of
H.R. 6087, the “Improving Access to Workers’
Compensation for Injured Federal Workers
Act.”

This bill allows for injured federal workers to
consult with nurse practitioners or physician
assistants for the diagnosis and treatment of
injuries covered by workers’ compensation.

H.R. 6087 will make a needed correction to
the Federal Employees Compensation Act, in-
creasing the accessibility of healthcare for
nearly three million federal employees.

Nurse practitioners and physician assistants
represent a growing portion of American pri-
mary care providers, especially for medically
underserved communities.

We must prioritize the needs of our invalu-
able federal workers. Lowering the bureau-
cratic obstacles blocking federal workers’ ac-
cess to benefits is a necessary measure to
protect them.

When Congress has an opportunity to rem-
edy real-world issues with bipartisan action,
especially when it improves the lives of gov-
ernment employees, it is our responsibility to
act.

H.R. 6087 is especially critical in the face of
the increasing workplace risks associated with
COVID-19, in which situation an expanded list
of approved medical providers can help fill the
coverage gap.

The pandemic has already stressed the
health and wellbeing of federal workers.
Amending the Federal Employees Compensa-
tion Act is imperative to lessen that burden.

According to the Office of Personnel Man-
agement, Texas has 143,087 federal workers.
| will always fight for these workers by stand-
ing up for their access to healthcare.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
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COURTNEY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6087, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

———————

PPP AND BANK FRAUD ENFORCE-
MENT HARMONIZATION ACT OF
2022

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 7352) to amend the Small
Business Act to extend the statute of
limitation for fraud by borrowers under
the Paycheck Protection Program, and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7352

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “PPP and
Bank Fraud Enforcement Harmonization Act
of 2022,

SEC. 2. FRAUD ENFORCEMENT HARMONIZATION.

(a) PAYCHECK PROTECTION PROGRAM.—Sec-
tion 7(a)(36) of the Small Business Act (156
U.S.C. 636(a)(36)) is amended by adding at the
end the following new subparagraph:

‘(W) FRAUD ENFORCEMENT HARMONI-
ZATION.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, any criminal charge or civil en-
forcement action alleging that a borrower
engaged in fraud with respect to a covered
loan guaranteed under this paragraph shall
be filed not later than 10 years after the of-
fense was committed.”.

(b) PAYCHECK PROTECTION PROGRAM SECOND
DRAW LOANS.—Section 7(a)(37) of the Small
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a)(37)) is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
paragraph:

‘“(P) FRAUD ENFORCEMENT  HARMONI-
ZATION.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, any criminal charge or civil en-
forcement action alleging that a borrower
engaged in fraud with respect to a covered
loan guaranteed under this paragraph shall
be filed not later than 10 years after the of-
fense was committed.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

_ GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have b legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the meas-
ure under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?
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There was no objection.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I thank all the
members on the Small Business Com-
mittee for their work and support of
the bills before us.

The legislation we are considering is,
once again, a product of our commit-
tee’s bipartisanship and shows that we
are committed to our Nation’s entre-
preneurs.

The seven bipartisan bills we are con-
sidering will promote economic growth
on our Main Streets in numerous ways.

The first two reaffirm our commit-
ment to being good stewards of tax-
payer dollars, and the importance of
holding pandemic fraudsters account-
able for their crimes.

The second pair of bills under consid-
eration will help small firms attract
and retain qualified employees by
boosting apprenticeships and career
and technical education programs.

Finally, we will consider three bills
to improve the Federal procurement
process and promote opportunities for
small businesses to secure contracts
from the Federal Government.

The first bill under consideration
today is H.R. 7352, the PPP and Bank
Fraud Enforcement Harmonization Act
of 2022, introduced by myself and our
ranking member from Missouri (Mr.
LUETKEMEYER).

H.R. 7352 sets the statute of limita-
tions for all cases of PPP fraud at 10
years, consistent with the statute of
limitations for bank fraud.

Under current law, bank-originated
PPP fraud is being prosecuted as bank
fraud, which has a 10-year statute of
limitations.

At the same time, PPP loans origi-
nated by nonbank lenders, including
fintech companies, are often pros-
ecuted as wire fraud, which carries a 5-
year statute of limitations.

To address this difference, the bill
extends the time for prosecutors to
bring charges to 10 years for all cases
of PPP fraud, regardless of whether the
lender was a bank or fintech company.

SBA’s Office of Inspector General
identified over 70,000 PPP loans total-
ing over $4.6 billion in potentially
fraudulent PPP loans, many of which
originated with fintechs.

According to researchers at the Uni-
versity of Texas at Austin, fintech
companies handled 75 percent of PPP
loans connected to fraud by the DOJ,
despite originating only 15 percent of
the loans overall.

As of March 10, the DOJ’s efforts
have resulted in criminal charges
against over a thousand defendants
with alleged losses exceeding $1.1 bil-
lion and over 240 civil investigations
into more than 1,800 individuals and
entities for alleged misconduct in con-
nection with pandemic relief loans to-
taling more than $6 billion.

Given the extent of potential fraud,
especially among the subset of PPP
loans originated by nonbank lenders,
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we must ensure prosecutors have
enough time to fully investigate and
bring fraud charges.

As of now, the statute of limitations
for nonbank PPP loans secured in April
2020 will expire in 2025 in most cases,
less than 3 years away. That is not
enough time given the complexity of
these fraud schemes.

As the chair of the Small Business
Committee, I take my role over the
SBA and its program very seriously.
That is why I sponsored this bill to
give the DOJ, FBI, and State and local
law enforcement the resources and
time they need to bring these bad ac-
tors to justice.

Madam Speaker, I thank Ranking
Member LUETKEMEYER for joining me
in leading this effort, and to the mem-
bers of the Small Business Committee
for their support.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.
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Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 7352, the PPP and Bank Fraud En-
forcement Harmonization Act of 2022.

Inflation and price increases con-
tinue to hinder all Americans and espe-
cially small businesses and their work-
ers. Prices at the pump and prices on
the shelves rattle the mettle of the Na-
tion’s job creators. Month after month,
small businesses face price increases
that not only prevent expansion and
growth but also hamper recovery.
These economic conditions must im-
prove, and we must get a firm grip on
reckless spending coming out of Wash-
ington. Similarly, we must take on a
stronger oversight role when it comes
to investigating fraudulent COVID-19
behavior.

When America’s small businesses
faced State and local COVID shutdown
orders, Congress moved quickly and
stood up the Paycheck Protection Pro-
gram. To ensure small businesses and
their workers received PPP relief in an
efficient and speedy manner, Congress
required private-sector lenders to be
the drivers of the program. The result
speaks volumes with nearly $800 billion
disbursed to small businesses.

As the Republican leader on the Com-
mittee on Small Business, I often hear
about how important the program was
for small businesses across our great
Nation. It was the lifeline that many of
them needed to be able to survive.

While most lenders’ fraud defenses
were strong due to Federal financial
rules such as Know Your Customer,
fraudulent behavior did take place. In-
vestigations are underway, but more
time will be needed and required to
bring justice to those who defrauded
the program.

Depending on the type of lender that
participated in the program, the cur-
rent statute of limitations ranges from
5 years for wire fraud that categorizes
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many fintech lenders, who have been
associated with problematic loans, to
10 years for banks and credit unions
that fall under bank fraud.

H.R. 7352, the PPP and Bank Fraud
Enforcement Harmonization Act of
2022, takes important steps to create
an across-the-board 10-year statute of
limitations on all loans handed out
through the PPP program. This change
will ensure all law enforcement and in-
spectors general have the time to track
down all wrongdoing no matter the
type of lender.

H.R. 7352 was created via voice vote
in committee. I thank the chair for
treating this issue with the priority it
deserves and for working with me on
the bills before us today. This bill is a
step in the right direction, and I urge
my colleagues to support it.

In closing, Madam Speaker, when
Congress raced to save American small
businesses, criminal actors lurked in
the shadows. Although one of the most
popular COVID-19 relief measures, the
PPP program, has firmly moved into
the loan forgiveness period, the inves-
tigations surrounding illicit behavior
have just begun.

H.R. 7352 will wisely ensure all loans
handed out through the program, no
matter the type of lender, have a stat-
ute of limitations window of 10 years.

According to some of the most recent
SBA inspector general reports, nearly
$4.6 billion of the $800 billion could be
potentially fraudulent. While these
numbers will surely change, it is para-
mount that we provide law enforce-
ment the runway to track down all
fraudulent behavior. These are Amer-
ican taxpayer dollars on the line, and
they must be protected.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

Madam Speaker, we must continue
supporting the work of our Federal,
State, and local law enforcement agen-
cies as they investigate and prosecute
pandemic loan fraud. It appears the
bulk of PPP loan fraud was originated
by nonbank lenders and fintech compa-
nies, which may not be prosecuted as
bank fraud and is therefore subject to a
much shorter statute of limitations.

This presents the possibility that
pandemic loan fraudsters may get off
the hook because the statute of limita-
tions expired. We simply cannot let
this happen. This bill would give law
enforcement agencies the time needed
to hold fraudsters accountable and
bring them to justice.

Once again, I thank our ranking
member, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, for work-
ing with me to lead this important ef-
fort, and all the members of the Small
Business Committee for their bipar-
tisan work on this bill.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote “‘yes,” and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, | rise
in support of H.R. 7352—the “PPP and Bank
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Fraud Enforcement Harmonization Act of
2022” extends the statute of limitation and
provides a timeframe in which criminal
charges can be filed against those accused of
fraud in connection with the “Paycheck Pro-
tection Program” and “Paycheck Protection
Program Second Draw Loans” program.

The Paycheck Protection Program com-
monly known as the “PPP” loan was created
as a part of the CARES Act—the Covid Aid,
Relief, and Economic Security Act—of March
2020.

The PPP loan was established to help small
businesses survive through the COVID-19
pandemic of 2020, so that they may be able
to pay their employees and keep their busi-
nesses operating during the tumultuous chal-
lenges imposed by COVID-19.

| urge everyone to remember the times be-
fore the recent reemergence of a “business as
usual” stance that many have now taken, and
remember the omnipresent news reports
about the horrific and ever-increasing death
toll.

Any person who was willing, for their own fi-
nancial gain, to take advantage of that situa-
tion and the emergency funding that was in-
tended for those who needed it most during
the gruesome pandemic deserves to be pun-
ished for their heinous actions.

H.R. 7352 would extend the statute of limi-
tation for prosecution of loans classified within
the PPP and Economic Injury Disaster Loan
(EIDL) categories under the Small Business
Act.

As it stands now, bank-originated PPP fraud
is being prosecuted as bank fraud which car-
ries a 10-year statute of limitations.

In contrast, loans that originated through fi-
nancial technology avenues—known as
Fintech—are currently subject to only a 5-year
statute of limitations because they are gov-
erned by wire fraud laws.

H.R. 7352 will ensure that we are doing our
duty to uphold justice and gather all necessary
information and evidence, while extending the
reach of the law against these violators.

PPP fraud comes at the expense of all
Americans, tax-paying Americans who work
hard for the money they earn.

H.R. 7352 will ensure that there’s ample
time allotted for special attention to the com-
plex nature of PPP loan fraud.

Ensuring that the timeframe is fair and com-
mensurate with the severity of the nature of
loan fraud, H.R. 7352 will make sure that jus-
tice is served in every regard.

| ask that each of my colleagues joins me
in support of H.R. 7352.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7352.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.
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COVID-19 EIDL FRAUD STATUTE
OF LIMITATIONS ACT OF 2022

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 7334) to extend the statute of
limitations for fraud by borrowers
under certain COVID-19 economic in-
jury disaster loan programs of the
Small Business Administration, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7334

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘COVID-19
EIDL Fraud Statute of Limitations Act of
2022,

SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS
FOR CERTAIN COVID-19 ECONOMIC
INJURY DISASTER LOAN PROGRAMS.

(a) CERTAIN ECONOMIC INJURY DISASTER
LOANS.—Section 7(b) of the Small Business
Act (156 U.S.C. 636(b)) is amended by inserting
after paragraph (15) the following new para-
graph:

‘(16) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, any
criminal charge or civil enforcement action
alleging that a borrower engaged in fraud
with respect to a loan made under this sub-
section in response to COVID-19 during the
covered period (as defined in section 1110(a)
of the CARES Act) shall be filed not later
than 10 years after the offense was com-
mitted.”.

(b) EIDL ADVANCES.—Section 1110(e) of the
CARES Act (15 U.S.C. 9009(e)) is amended by
adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

“(9) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, any
criminal charge or civil enforcement action
alleging that a borrower engaged in fraud
with respect to the use of an advance re-
ceived under this subsection shall be filed
not later than 10 years after the offense was
committed.”.

(¢) TARGETED EIDL ADVANCES.—Section 331
of the Economic Aid to Hard-Hit Small Busi-
nesses, Nonprofits, and Venues Act (15 U.S.C.
9009b) is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:

‘(1) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, any
criminal charge or civil enforcement action
alleging that a borrower engaged in fraud
with respect to the use of any amount re-
ceived pursuant to this section shall be filed
not later than 10 years after the offense was
committed.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

_ GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the measure under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?

There was no objection.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 7334, the COVID-19 EIDL Fraud
Statute of Limitations Act of 2022, in-
troduced by the ranking member, Mr.
LUETKEMEYER, and cosponsored by my-
self.

As with the PPP and Bank Fraud En-
forcement Harmonization Act, this bill
will extend the statute of limitations
for COVID-19 EIDL fraud cases to 10
years to allow prosecutors more time
to do their jobs. The bills are com-
panion pieces of legislation and much-
needed to help law enforcement inves-
tigate and bring fraud charges.

Congress amended the SBA disaster
loan program at the start of the pan-
demic to allow small businesses facing
economic injury due to COVID to apply
for SBA disaster loans which were
originally designed for natural disas-
ters. At the same time, SBA lowered
the guardrails and disbursed funds
quickly to provide stability to the
small business economy, which, as we
all know, was facing unprecedented un-
certainty in 2020.

In a very short time, the program
went from one that responds to natural
disasters in a few, distinct geographic
areas, depending on the nature of the
disaster, to one that was responding to
a nationwide crisis almost overnight.
Overall, the COVID EIDL program ap-
proved almost 4 million loans totaling
over $378 billion.

The SBA administrator transitioned
the program to the Office of Capital
Access to dedicate additional manage-
ment capacity. Since that transition,
the office closed out a backlog of near-
ly 1 million applicants and increased
loan officer productivity while improv-
ing the customer service experience
and solidifying robust fraud controls.
Nevertheless, throughout the pan-
demic, our committee held numerous
oversight hearings with SBA’s inspec-
tor general who testified that there is
a great deal of potential fraud in this
program, and it would be a decades-
long effort to fully investigate.

The IG’s office identified $78 billion
in potentially fraudulent activity in
the EIDL program as well as over $6
billion in loans and grants related to
identity theft allegations. Given the
degree of potential fraud, we need to
give prosecutors more time to bring
fraudsters to justice. This bill will give
law enforcement the time needed to
conduct their investigations of COVID
EIDL fraud.

That is why I cosponsored this bill
which will go a long way towards en-
hancing oversight and accountability.

Madam Speaker, I thank the ranking
member, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, for intro-
ducing this important measure, and to
the members of the Small Business
Committee for unanimously approving
this important piece of legislation.

I urge all Members to support this
bill, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.
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Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 7334, the COVID-19 EIDL Fraud
Statute of Limitations Act of 2022.

Similar to the previous bill, the Pay-
check Protection Program, the Small
Business Administration’s Economic
Injury Disaster Loan program, known
as EIDL, was also activated as the Na-
tion’s small businesses were being shut
down due to COVID-19. However, un-
like PPP, EIDL was a direct loan and
grant program through the SBA. Un-
fortunately, the SBA acting as a direct
lender and grantor has been problem-
atic and has resulted in billions of po-
tentially fraudulent dollars flowing to
criminals.

In fact, the SBA’s inspector general
has reported that as much as $84.4 bil-
lion within the $400 billion program
could be fraudulent. Moreover, over 1
million applications have been flagged
for identity theft concerns. This is un-
acceptable and must be addressed.

H.R. 7334, the COVID-19 EIDL Fraud
Statute of Limitations Act of 2022
takes the first step and establishes a
10-year statute of limitations window
to ensure law enforcement and the
SBA’s inspector general have the time
to investigate all wrongdoing. This
change is even more important as the
SBA continues to defer all EIDL pay-
ments, thus clouding the true extent of
fraud within the program.

Madam Speaker, I thank the chair
for working with me on this measure
which passed out of committee unani-
mously earlier in May.

If we are to take COVID relief fraud
seriously, then we need to ensure law
enforcement has what it needs to catch
and prosecute all criminals. H.R. 7334
provides them the time to act.

Madam Speaker, I wholeheartedly
believe this bill is instrumental when
it comes to fraud recoupment. I urge
my colleagues to support it, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
continue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. MEUSER), who is the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Eco-
nomic Growth, Tax and Capital Access.

Mr. MEUSER. Madam Speaker, I
thank the ranking member, Mr.
LUETKEMEYER, for his leadership on
this bill and in committee.

The EIDL program, Madam Speaker,
was established to deliver relief to
struggling small businesses during the
pandemic. This is why I rise today in
support of H.R. 7334.

Unlike the public-private partnership
that was Paycheck Protection Pro-
gram, the EIDL program was a direct
loan program administered by the
SBA, not in partnership with private
lenders.

The SBA’s inspector general has esti-
mated that there is approximately $84.4
billion in potential fraudulent EIDL
activity, over 20 percent of all EIDL
loans extended.
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With this massive level of potential
fraud, it is imperative that this House
passes Ranking Member LUETKE-
MEYER’s bill to extend the current 5-
year statute of limitations for SBA
grants and loans to 10 years. In doing
so we can allow for authorities to in-
vestigate the egregious amount of po-
tential fraud in the EIDL program and
ensure accountability for those who
took advantage of the EIDL program
to defraud the American people.

Madam Speaker, I note that this bill
had strong Dbipartisan support and
passed out of the Small Business Com-
mittee by voice vote last month. I urge
my colleagues to support this impor-
tant legislation.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
continue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I yield such time as she may con-
sume to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. TENNEY), who is the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Un-

derserved, Agricultural, and Rural
Business Development.
O 1600

Ms. TENNEY. Madam Speaker, since
the onset of the pandemic, Congress
has passed several COVID-19 relief bills
totaling an unprecedented $5.3 trillion.
While some of this spending was un-
wise, other programs, like the Pay-
check Protection Program, provided
much-needed relief to employers and
businesses devastated by the pandemic.

One particular area of concern is the
COVID-19 Economic Industry Disaster
Loan program, otherwise known as
EIDL. This program, unlike other re-
lief programs, was direct lending by
the SBA, the Small Business Adminis-
tration. This means the agency did not
partner with our local banks and credit
unions and, instead, approved and ad-
ministered these loans directly.

Since the COVID-19 EIDL funding
passed, we have learned of countless
cases of fraud, waste, and abuse. The
Federal Government is simply not set
up to be a direct lender.

This is one reason I introduced the
House version of the Transparency in
COVID-19 Expenditures Act, which
would require an audit of all Federal
COVID-19 relief spending. There is ob-
viously room for improvement in pro-
viding additional oversight and return-
ing fraudulently awarded funds back to
the taxpayers.

In response, Ranking Member
LUETKEMEYER has done great work in-
troducing the COVID-19 Economic In-
dustry Disaster Loans Fraud Statute of
Limitations Act of 2022 that will help
fix part of the shortcomings by expand-
ing the statute of limitations for EIDL
loans and fraud from 6 to 10 years, the
same as bank fraud. This will give offi-
cials a greater window to track down
fraudulent activity and hold bad actors
accountable.

No one should be wrongly profiting
from the need to distribute aid during
this pandemic. The American tax-
payers deserve better, and I applaud
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the ranking member’s efforts on this. I
urge all my colleagues to support this.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
have no further speakers, and I am pre-
pared to close. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I have no further speakers, and I am
prepared to close. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, fraud associated
with the EIDL program is a serious
matter. Due to mismanagement and
poor oversight capabilities, the EIDL
program has been overwhelmed with
fraud.

As I mentioned earlier, the SBA’s in-
spector general has found more than
$80 billion within the $400 billion pro-
gram that could potentially be fraudu-
lent. This represents a double-digit
fraud rate.

However, recouping these dollars has
just begun and the current statute of
limitations is limited. My bill, H.R.
7334, will ensure the statute of limita-
tions runway is recalibrated and ex-
tended out to 10 years. By passing this
bill, Congress will allow the time need-
ed to correct all wrongdoing within the
program.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
7334, and I yield back the balance of my
time. ;

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, our Federal, State,
and local law enforcement agencies are
diligently investigating and pros-
ecuting pandemic loan fraud, and we
must continue to support those efforts,
whether in the COVID EIDL program
or the Paycheck Protection Program.

We all agree that anyone who took
advantage of this once-in-a-lifetime
crisis to commit fraud and enrich
themselves at the expense of hard-
working Main Street businesses must
be held accountable.

It is unacceptable to allow anyone to
get off the hook for defrauding a gov-
ernment relief program simply because
the statute of limitations expired. We
cannot let this happen, and we must
pass this bill.

Once again, I thank our Ranking
Member, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, for intro-
ducing this important measure, and I
am pleased to support it.

I also thank all the members of the
Small Business Committee for their bi-
partisan work on this bill, and I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes.”

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7334.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

———

HUBZONE PRICE EVALUATION
PREFERENCE CLARIFICATION
ACT OF 2021

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5879) to amend the Small
Business Act to clarify the application
of the price evaluation preference for
qualified HUBZone small business con-
cerns to certain contracts, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5879

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Hubzone
Price Evaluation Preference Clarification
Act of 20217,

SEC. 2. APPLICATION OF PRICE EVALUATION
PREFERENCE FOR QUALIFIED
HUBZONE SMALL BUSINESS CON-
CERNS TO CERTAIN CONTRACTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 31(c)(3) of the
Small Business Act (156 U.S.C. 657a(c)(3)) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subparagraph:

“(E) APPLICATION TO CERTAIN CONTRACTS.—
The requirements of subparagraph (A) shall
apply to an unrestricted order issued under
an unrestricted multiple award contract or
the unrestricted portion of a contract that is
partially set aside for competition restricted
to small business concerns.”’.

(b) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion, the Administrator of the Small Busi-
ness Administration shall revise any rule or
guidance to implement the requirements of
this section.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the measure under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?

There was no objection.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yvield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 5879, the HUBZone Price
Evaluation Preference Clarification
Act of 2021.

The HUBZone program is a con-
tracting assistance program based on
locality. It helps small businesses in
urban and rural communities gain pref-
erential access to Federal procurement
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opportunities. By ensuring that small
businesses in disadvantaged commu-
nities participate in the Federal mar-
ketplace, it, in turn, boosts job cre-
ation and economic growth.

One of the main incentives of the
HUBZone program is the price evalua-
tion preference. This tool gives a slight
competitive advantage to HUBZone
firms competing against large compa-
nies. In doing so, it meets the objec-
tives of the program because every con-
tract awarded to a qualified HUBZone
firm is an opportunity for developing
and uplifting America’s most dis-
tressed communities.

Unfortunately, this tool is not being
used as often as it should be due to
agencies misinterpreting that it does
not apply to orders. There is nothing in
the Small Business Act that excludes
the price evaluation preference from
being used at the ordering level, and it
is our intention that it be used at that
level.

Given the prevalence of government-
wide and agency-wide vehicles, it is
now necessary to state in clear and un-
equivocal terms that the price evalua-
tion preference does apply to orders.
This is precisely the goal of H.R. 5879.
With this clarification, this legislation
incentivizes the use of this important
tool so that one day we can finally
meet the 3 percent HUBZone con-
tracting goal and, ultimately, bring
economic development to those com-
munities that need it the most.

I thank Representatives NEWMAN and
SALAZAR for leading this effort, which
will bolster the HUBZone program.

Madam Speaker, I urge Members to
support this legislation, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS)
be allowed to manage the remainder of
the time for the minority.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume, and I rise in support of
H.R. 5879, the HUBZone Price Evalua-
tion Preference Clarification Act of
2021.

The SBA’s contracting programs de-
liver for this Nation’s smallest busi-
nesses and the country’s smallest con-
tractors. Unfortunately, consolidation
with all of the Federal Government’s
contracting programs continues to be
problematic. Our committee has exam-
ined many of these programs and has
offered solutions that would deliver
change.

H.R. 5879 takes important steps with-
in the HUBZone program and ensures
that the 10 percent price preference is
available on all task orders within
large multiple award contracts.

I thank the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Ms. NEWMAN) and the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. SALAZAR),
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the ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Contracting and Infra-
structure, for working in a collabo-
rative manner to address the HUBZone
program. Bills like this have the abil-
ity to make a difference within Federal
contracting, and I commend the Chair
for bringing this bill forward.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
5879, and I reserve the balance of my
time. B

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Ms. NEWMAN).

Ms. NEWMAN. Madam Speaker, I
thank Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ for all
her great work on the Small Business
Committee.

I rise in strong support of my bipar-
tisan bill, the HUBZone Price Evalua-
tion Preference Clarification Act. This
legislation is designed to expand con-
tracting opportunities to millions of
small businesses located in historically
underutilized business zones.

More specifically, it would -clarify
the program’s price evaluation lan-
guage to ensure adequate spending to-
ward HUBZone small businesses, giving
more communities the resources they
need to build vibrantly. We must en-
sure that small business in every com-
munity is and can benefit from Federal
contracting.

By passing this legislation, we will
take a crucial step toward a more equi-
table distribution of resources to small
businesses throughout our country. I
urge my colleagues to vote in favor of
this legislation.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time. .

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
have no further speakers, and I am pre-
pared to close. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Federal contracting remains a sig-
nificant endeavor for many of the Na-
tion’s small businesses. H.R. 5879 en-
sures one of these programs, the
HUBZone program, is ready to assist
small business contractors. This legis-
lation, which passed favorably out of
committee by a voice vote, will level
the playing field within the program.

I thank the Chair for bringing this
legislation through regular order, and I
thank the sponsor and cosponsor for
working to address these issues. I urge
my colleagues to support the bill, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

The statutory goal of awarding 3 per-
cent of all prime Federal contracts to
HUBZone firms has never been met.
H.R. 5879 will enable agencies to better
meet this goal by eliminating all ambi-
guity and clarifying that the HUBZone
price evaluation preference applies to
orders.

I commend the gentlewoman from Il-
linois (Ms. NEWMAN), the sponsor of the
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bill, and the gentlewoman from Florida
(Ms. SALAZAR), the cosponsor, for
working together on this sensible piece
of legislation. H.R. 5879 will undoubt-
edly strengthen the HUBZone program
which, in turn, will create jobs and
stimulate local economies across the
Nation.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes,”’
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, | rise
to speak in support of H.R. 5879 “Hubzone
Price Evaluation Preference Clarification Act”.

The Small Business Act is instrumental in
allowing small businesses to remain competi-
tive amid complex markets.

Small businesses are the engine of our
economy and exist as the backbone of local
communities across the nation. They are es-
sential contributors to our society, as we must
support their growth and progress.

The Hubzone program supports small busi-
nesses that are part of historically underuti-
lized business zones. These zones are low-in-
come communities that have increased levels
of poverty and high unemployment rates.

The program works to target inequities that
make it at times difficult for small businesses
within these economically distressed commu-
nities to compete.

Within the Small Business Act, preferential
price evaluations are given to small busi-
nesses participating in the Hubzone program.

Price evaluation preferences ensure that a
price offered by a qualified Hubzone small
business entity is deemed lower than the price
offered by another offeror if the qualified
Hubzone business’s price is not more than 10
percent higher than the price offered by the
otherwise lowest offeror.

These price evaluation preferences are a
key feature which allow Hubzone contracts to
act as an economic boost for small busi-
nesses within high unemployment and low-in-
come areas.

These price evaluation preferences help
level the playing field for small businesses that
are often minority-owned. In Houston alone,
nearly 35 percent of small businesses are mi-
nority-owned.

The Hubzone program gives these busi-
nesses a chance to compete in competitive
markets. In the wake of the COVID-19 pan-
demic, these small businesses need institu-
tional support more than ever.

H.R. 5879 is necessary to clarify how small
businesses can be eligible for price evaluation
preferences outlined in the Small Business
Act.

The number of Hubzone locations, or areas
with historically underutilized business zones,
has nearly doubled in the past 20 years ac-
cording to the Small Business Administration.

Small businesses and the communities they
benefit depend on the success of the Hubzone
program. It is vital to detail how small busi-
nesses can receive benefits from the program.

| ask my colleagues to join me in voting for
passage of H.R. 5879.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5879.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.
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Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

———
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SMALL BUSINESS WORKFORCE
PIPELINE ACT OF 2022

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 7622) to amend the Small
Business Act to include requirements
relating to apprenticeship program as-
sistance for small business develop-
ment centers, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7622

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Small Busi-
ness Workforce Pipeline Act of 2022”°.

SEC. 2. SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CENTER

APPRENTICESHIP PROGRAM ASSIST-
ANCE.

Section 21(c)(3) of the Small Business Act
(15 U.S.C. 648(c)(1)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (T), by striking ‘“‘and”
at the end;

(2) in clause (v) of the first subparagraph
(U) (relating to succession planning), by
striking the period at the end and inserting
a semicolon;

(3) in second subparagraph (U) (relating to
training on domestic and international intel-
lectual property protections)—

(A) in clause (ii)(II), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(B) by redesignating such subparagraph as
subparagraph (V); and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘(W) providing information and assistance
to small business concerns, including by dis-
seminating relevant information from the
Department of Labor and other Federal
agencies, on how to establish and improve—

‘(i) work-based learning opportunities (as
defined in section 3 of the Carl D. Perkins
Career and Technical Education Act of 2006
(20 U.S.C. 2302));

‘‘(ii) apprenticeship programs registered
under the Act of August 16, 1937 (50 Stat. 664,
chapter 663; commonly known as the ‘Na-
tional Apprenticeship Act’; 29 U.S.C. 50 et
sedq.);

“(iii) pre-apprenticeship programs; and

““(iv) job training programs.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

_ GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the measure under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?
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There wag no objection.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 7622, the Small Business
Workforce Pipeline Act of 2022, intro-
duced by Mr. CROW and cosponsored by
Mr. FITZGERALD.

H.R. 7622 allows small business devel-
opment centers to disseminate infor-
mation from the Department of Labor
regarding job training programs like
apprenticeships and pre-apprentice-
ships, as well as other work-based
learning opportunities.

Throughout the past year, small
businesses have been hit hard by tight-
ening labor markets, often struggling
to compete with their larger counter-
parts. As the recovery continues, un-
employment drops, and job openings
grow to record heights, the smaller
firms in our economy have found it
harder than ever to recruit and retain
qualified workers.

One of the most effective workforce
training methods used in the TU.S.
today is the registered apprenticeship
program, an earn-while-you-learn sys-
tem that combines classroom instruc-
tion with on-the-job training. Accord-
ing to the Department of Labor, the
average starting salary for a graduate
of an apprenticeship program is $72,000,
and businesses retain these employees
at a rate of 92 percent.

Not only do apprenticeships provide a
reliable pathway into the middle class
for workers, but they also provide top-
quality talent to the business that
trained them.

With assistance provided by the
SBDC network, more small firms will
have access to resources to attract and
retain high-quality talent, helping
them both establish and improve these
programs for their businesses while
providing training opportunities and
job security to workers.

I thank Mr. CROw for leading on this
issue with a variety of hearings on the
topic and for listening to witnesses as
he worked to craft this legislation with
Mr. FITZGERALD, Ms. HOULAHAN, and
Mr. GARBARINO. These bipartisan ef-
forts will have a lasting impact on our
Main Street firms.

I urge Members to support this bill,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 7622, the Small Business Work-
force Pipeline Act of 2022.

Small businesses across the country
are facing labor shortages and skills
gaps as our Nation remains 820,000 jobs
short compared to prior to the pan-
demic.

Just last week, the NFIB reported
that over half of small businesses have
unfilled job openings. This is more
than double the almost 50-year histor-
ical average of 23 percent. Further, of
those owners hiring or trying to hire,
92 percent of owners reported few or no
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qualified applicants for the positions
they were trying to fill.

The Small Business Administration
offers multiple resources to small busi-
nesses to help them face the current
economic headwinds and labor chal-
lenges. One of these resources is the
small business development centers,
which have served to be a valuable tool
for entrepreneurs and offer free train-
ing, counseling, and support for small
businesses.

This legislation will further improve
SBDCs by expanding their ability to
assist small businesses in establishing
and improving work-based learning op-
portunities and apprenticeship pro-
grams.

To be clear, this legislation supports
all work-based learning opportunities.

I thank Congressman CROW as well as
Congressman FITZGERALD, Congress-
woman HOULAHAN, and Congressman
GARBARINO for working in a bipartisan
manner to ensure this bill reached the
House floor. I also thank the chair for
advancing this bill.

Madam Speaker, I encourage all of
my colleagues to support H.R. 7622,
which was unanimously reported out of
our committee. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. CROW).

Mr. CROW. Madam Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 7622, the Small Busi-
ness Workforce Pipeline Act of 2022.

As we help small businesses navigate
the labor shortage, it is more impor-
tant than ever that we support small
businesses as they work to find quality
workers and fill positions.

I am a huge proponent of work-based
learning opportunities like apprentice-
ships that help small businesses fill job
openings and help their workers get
the skills they need so they can sup-
port their families. Work-based learn-
ing opportunities are a great way to at-
tract quality candidates who may not
be able to attend traditional education
models.

The Small Business Workforce Pipe-
line Act of 2022 aims to empower small
business development centers, like the
Aurora-South Metro SBDC in my dis-
trict, to help small businesses establish
and improve their apprenticeship, pre-
apprenticeship, and job training pro-
grams.

This bill would help workers gain the
skills they need for in-demand jobs and
help small businesses grow their busi-
ness.

I thank Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ and
Ranking Member LUETKEMEYER for
bringing this bill to the floor and Rep-
resentatives FITZGERALD, HOULAHAN,
and GARBARINO for their partnership on
this bill.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R.
7622.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to my colleague from Wis-
consin (Mr. FITZGERALD), a tireless ad-
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vocate for small business in Wisconsin
and around the country.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Madam Speaker,
I thank my colleague from Texas (Mr.
WILLIAMS) for yielding me time. I
thank my colleagues, specifically Mr.
CroOw, for co-leading H.R. 7622, the
Small Business Workforce Pipeline Act
of 2022.

The bill would allow small business
development centers to provide infor-
mation and assistance to small busi-
nesses on how to establish and improve
work-based learning opportunities. It
also would enhance apprenticeship pro-
grams, Dpre-apprenticeship programs,
and other job training programs that
many of us are very familiar with.

I hear all the time from Wisconsin
small businesses back in my district
about how the country’s labor shortage
is affecting not only the recruitment of
skilled employees but, in particular,
manufacturing and, in my district,
light manufacturing.

The latest National Federation for
Independent Businesses’ economic
trends report showed that while opti-
mism in recovering to prepandemic
employment levels is increasing, we
still are very much behind the eight
ball. Sixty percent of manufacturing
firms report unfilled job openings.

Apprenticeships and other job train-
ing programs provide a solution to ad-
dress the needs of the manufacturing
sector. Apprenticeships are among the
most successful forms of workforce de-
velopment, and through paid and on-
the-job training programs, alongside
classroom education, we can make sig-
nificant strides.

This bill would directly benefit man-
ufacturers and other businesses in Wis-
consin’s Fifth District by having ap-
prenticeships and other job-training
materials readily available to them.

Madam Speaker, I support the pas-
sage of this bill.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, the SBDC program has deliv-
ered for small businesses for many
years. The Small Business Workforce
Pipeline Act of 2022 will help combat
labor shortages by supporting appren-
ticeships and learning opportunities
through SBDCs. This bill will help
small businesses grow and equip Amer-
ican workers with new skills.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 7622, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker,
there is no question that small firms
are facing the most dire consequences
of a tight labor market. At a time
when the economy is recovering and
businesses are seeking to expand their
operations, lack of access to a highly
skilled workforce can be frustrating to
business owners and harmful to their
recovery.

Maintaining economic competitive-
ness on the world stage means invest-
ing in our workforce, and nobody is
better equipped to do that than the
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small businesses fueling our economic
recovery.

H.R. 7622 empowers SBDCs to expand
workforce training resources to small
employers struggling to find workers,
which will, in turn, grow the skill sets
of workers and the workforces of busi-
nesses.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘“‘yes,” and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, | rise
in support of H.R. 7622, “The Small Business
Workforce Pipeline Act of 2022.”

This bil’'s purpose is to amend the Small
Business Act requirements relating to appren-
ticeship program assistance for small business
development centers, and other purposes.

The COVID-19 pandemic has resulted in a
labor shortage, that affected businesses in un-
imaginable ways, especially small businesses.
Alarmingly, 23 percent of small businesses
closed due to the pandemic and 20 percent of
small businesses that were in their first year of
operation also failed.

This is why now, more than ever, small
businesses need our support by updating the
laws that support them and to encourage ap-
prenticeships.

| support this bill’s effort to establish a clear
and concise plan of action for programing and
other resources from which small businesses
and their employees can benefit.

I am in favor of this legislation because ap-
prenticeships are tangible opportunities for
successful workplace development. They en-
able young workers to gain on-the job training
with educational resources that deliver prac-
tical experience and skills, equipping them for
future career opportunities.

This “learn as you work” style gives access
to people who may not be able to purse tradi-
tional educational routes.

Historically, apprenticeships focused on
skills for a narrow range of industries that
could also benefit from the academic credit
and mentorship opportunities. For employers
finding a hard time hiring qualified employees,
apprenticeships are a direct investment that
small businesses realize will successfully im-
pact them.

Madam Speaker, this bill will provide much
needed assistance to businesses and enable
them to continue their good work of providing
training skills that will allow opportunities for
employees to succeed in the workplace. This
legislation will prepare workers for the 21st
century workforce, while helping businesses
find the skilled employees they need to com-
pete.

| urge all of my colleagues to join me in
supporting passage of H.R. 7622.

SPEAKER pro tempore. The question
is on the motion offered by the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7622.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.
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SUPPORTING SMALL BUSINESS
AND CAREER AND TECHNICAL
EDUCATION ACT OF 2022

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 7664) to amend the Small
Business Act to include requirements
relating to graduates of career and
technical education programs or pro-
grams of study for small business de-
velopment centers and women’s busi-
ness centers, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7664

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Supporting
Small Business and Career and Technical
Education Act of 2022”.

SEC. 2. INCLUSION OF CAREER AND TECHNICAL
EDUCATION.

(a) DEFINITION.—Section 3 of the Small
Business Act (156 U.S.C. 632) is amended by
adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

‘‘(gg) CAREER AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION.—
The term ‘career and technical education’
has the meaning given the term in section 3
of the Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical
Education Act of 2006 (20 U.S.C. 2302).”".

(b) SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CEN-
TERS.—Section 21(c)(3) of the Small Business
Act (156 U.S.C. 648(c)(1)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (T), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(2) in clause (v) of the first subparagraph
(U) (relating to succession planning), by
striking the period at the end and inserting
a semicolon;

(3) in second subparagraph (U) (relating to
training on domestic and international intel-
lectual property protections)—

(A) in clause (ii)(II), by striking the period
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and

(B) by redesignating such subparagraph as
subparagraph (V); and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraphs:

‘(W) assisting small businesses in hiring
graduates from career and technical edu-
cation programs or programs of study; and

‘(X) assisting graduates of career and
technical education programs or programs of
study in starting up a small business con-
cern.”.

(c) WOMEN’S BUSINESS CENTERS.—Section
29(b) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C.
656(b)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the period
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

‘“(4) assistance for small business concerns
to hire graduates from career and technical
education programs or programs of study;
and

‘() assistance for graduates of career and
technical education programs or programs of
study to start up a small business concern.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

_ GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
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bers may have b legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the measure under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?

There was no objection.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 7664, the Supporting Small
Business and Career and Technical
Education Act of 2022, introduced by
my colleague from Texas (Mr. WIL-
LIAMS) and my colleague from Illinois
(Ms. NEWMAN).

After seeing massive layoffs in re-
sponse to the pandemic, businesses are
starting to expand their operations and
grow their workforce. Unfortunately,
this has created one of the tightest
labor markets in U.S. history, and
small firms are feeling this acutely.

Oftentimes, small businesses are not
only faced with a shortage of appli-
cants, but within that pool, they are
seeing a shortage of applicants with
the skill sets they need.

One of the best strategies for equip-
ping students with skills needed to
enter a market is career and technical
education, or CTE. Aimed at secondary
and postsecondary students, these pro-
grams don’t replace academic training
but, rather, expand upon it to give
young people practical skills they can
use, whether they enter the workforce
or continue in their studies.

CTE programs can train students
with a wide variety of skills in nearly
every industry, and this program often
works with local businesses to under-
stand what skills are in demand to
guide the curriculum.

This legislation directs small busi-
ness development centers and women’s
business centers to assist small busi-
nesses in hiring graduates of CTE pro-
grams while also helping program grad-
uates start their own businesses.

It takes a twofold approach of, one,
creating a more adequate pipeline of
trained young people for small busi-
nesses and, two, supporting those stu-
dents who want to launch their own en-
terprise.

SBDCs and WBCs can help fill the
gap between training programs and
small firms by building awareness and
fostering relationships between the pri-
vate sector and our educational com-
munity.

Madam Speaker, I thank Mr. WIL-
LIAMS and Ms. NEWMAN for their mean-
ingful work on this bill. I urge Mem-
bers to support this bipartisan piece of
legislation, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

O 1630

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 7664, the Supporting Small
Business and Career and Technical
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Education Act. This important piece of
legislation will encourage younger gen-
erations to pursue CTE careers, know-
ing they will have support on the back
end to help find a job.

Costly 4-year degrees create burden-
some financial obligations and saddle
students with decades of debt. It is im-
portant individuals have alternatives,
such as CTE programs, when wanting
to find meaningful careers at a fraction
of the cost.

Skilled labor has become a high-de-
mand market, and our country is in
need of more plumbers, electricians,
welders, and other skilled professionals
who are the lifeblood of our economy.
This growing skills gap is hurting
small businesses across the country.

My bill will fill that void and connect
graduates to high-demand occupations
and opportunities that earn good wages
and will help them provide for their
family. Additionally, this bill provides
valuable assistance so CTE graduates
can translate their skills over to start-
ing their own small business and help
build long-term careers and employ
more people.

I have been a small business owner
for over 50 years, and I can tell you
that leading sales meetings, signing
the fronts of checks, and giving other
people the opportunity to make a liv-
ing is one of the most rewarding
things, if not the most rewarding, I
have ever done.

The American Dream is built on in-
novation and entrepreneurship, and
this only continues when the next gen-
eration is willing to better themselves,
be empowered to take risks, and under-
stand that risk-reward is the dream.

It is our responsibility to unlock the
potential of our next generation so we
can keep America the greatest nation
in the world and keep it strong.

I thank Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ and
Ranking Member LUETKEMEYER for
helping to get this bill to the floor. I
urge all my colleagues to vote in sup-
port of H.R. 7664.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
have no further speakers, and I am pre-
pared to close. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume to close.

Madam Speaker, small businesses
and the American worker are the back-
bone of our economy. By empowering
the SBA’s resource partners, including
small business development centers
and women’s business centers, to en-
gage with the career and technical edu-
cation community, we will replenish
our skilled workforce and grow our
economy.

Madam Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support H.R. 7664, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time to
close.

Madam Speaker, while our economy
continues to recover and job openings
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increase, it is important that we en-
sure there is an adequate pipeline of
skilled workers in our small firms.

Fueling our economic recovery relies
on them having the resources they
need to thrive, including an adequate
workforce. H.R. 7664 will go a long way
in connecting small employers in need
of workers to these programs and con-
nect students to opportunities of
launching their own firms.

I thank the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. WILLIAMS) and the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Ms. NEWMAN) for their
hard work on this bill.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘“‘yes,” and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, | rise
in support of H.R. 7664, the “Supporting Small
Business and Career and Technical Education
Act of 2022.”

This bill would amend the Small Business
Act to include requirements relating to grad-
uates of career and technical education pro-
grams, and programs of study for small busi-
ness development centers and women’s busi-
ness centers.

H.R. 7664 would assist small businesses in
hiring graduates from career and technical
education programs, and would assist grad-
uates of these programs in starting up a small
business.

Small businesses are the engine of our
economy, creating two-thirds of the new jobs
over the last 15 years, accounting for 44 per-
cent of U.S. economic activity.

According to the U.S. Small Business Asso-
ciation (SBA), small businesses of 500 em-
ployees or fewer make up 99.9 percent of all
U.S. businesses and 99.7 percent of firms with
paid employees.

Not only do small businesses provide mil-
lions of jobs, they also advance careers and
opportunities.

Successful small businesses put money
back into their local community through pay-
checks and taxes, which can support the cre-
ation of new small businesses and improve
local public services.

Small business is the portal through which
many people enter the economic mainstream.

Business ownership allows individuals, in-
cluding women and minorities, to achieve fi-
nancial success, as well as bolster pride in
their accomplishments.

While most small businesses are still owned
by white males, the past two decades have
seen a substantial increase in the number of
businesses owned by women and minorities.

The more we create opportunities for career
growth and development from a wide array of
diverse backgrounds, the more opportunities
we create for ourselves and our economy.

A critical workforce challenge currently in
the United States is the skills gap, particularly
among jobs that require either a high school
diploma, postsecondary certificate, or associ-
ate’s degree.

Jobs requiring these “middle skills” out-
number the adults in the workforce who pos-
sess them, and this gap presents a barrier to
American economic competitiveness.

Due to global shifts in technology, automa-
tion and other sectors that had been occurring
long before the pandemic, employers were
raising alarms over a growing number of vital
skills they noticed to be in short supply from
incoming applicants.
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Graduates from career and technical edu-
cation (CTE) programs are perfectly suited to
fill this gap.

CTE programs help students see the rel-
evance of their studies for their future and mo-
tivates them to attend classes and study hard.

In 2019-20 there were 11.1 milion CTE
participants; 7.6 million at the secondary level
and 3.5 million at the postsecondary level.

According to the Texas Education Agency’s
2016—2017 Academic Excellence Indicator
System State Profile Report, 1,523,779 sec-
ondary students in Texas (46.3 percent) were
enrolled in Career and Technical Education
programs.

We must make sure our legislation reflects
the importance and value of small business,
CTE program graduates, and the role they will
play in growing our economy.

| urge all my colleagues to support H.R.
7664, the Supporting Small Business and Ca-
reer and Technical Education Act of 2022.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7664.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

————

WOMEN-OWNED SMALL BUSINESS
PROGRAM TRANSPARENCY ACT

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 7670) to amend the Small
Business Act to require a report on
small business concerns owned and
controlled by women, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7670

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Women-
Owned Small Business Program Trans-
parency Act’’ or the “WOSB Program Trans-
parency Act”’.

SEC. 2. REPORT ON SMALL BUSINESS CONCERNS
OWNED AND CONTROLLED BY
WOMEN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8(m) of the Small
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(m)) is amended by
adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘“(9) REPORT.—Not later than May 1, 2023,
and annually thereafter, the Administrator
shall submit to the Committee on Small
Business of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Small Business and Entre-
preneurship of the Senate a report on small
business concerns owned and controlled by
women. Such report shall include, for the fis-
cal year preceding the date of the report, the
following:

‘““(A) The total number of concerns cer-
tified as small business concerns owned and
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controlled by women, disaggregated by the
number of concerns certified by—

‘(i) the Administrator; or

‘(i) a national certifying entity approved
by the Administrator.

‘(B) The amount of fees, if any, charged by
each national certifying entity for such cer-
tification.

‘“(C) The total dollar amount and total per-
centage of prime contracts awarded to small
business concerns owned and controlled by
women pursuant to paragraph (2) or pursuant
to a waiver granted under paragraph (3).

‘(D) The total dollar amount and total
percentage of prime contracts awarded to
small business concerns owned and con-
trolled by women pursuant to paragraphs (7)
and (8).

“‘(BE) With respect to a contract incorrectly
awarded pursuant to this subsection because
it was awarded based on an industry in which
small business concerns owned and con-
trolled by women are not underrepresented—

‘(i) the number of such contracts;

‘‘(ii) the Federal agencies that issued such
contracts; and

‘‘(iii) any steps taken by Administrator to
train the personnel of such Federal agency
on the use of the authority provided under
this subsection.

“(F) With respect to an examination de-
scribed in paragraph (6)(B)—

‘(i) the number of examinations due be-
cause of recertification requirements and the
actual number of such examinations con-
ducted; and

‘(i) the number of examinations con-
ducted for any other reason.

‘“(G) The number of small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by women that
were found to be ineligible to be awarded a
contract under this subsection as a result of
an examination conducted pursuant to para-
graph (5)(B) or failure to request an examina-
tion pursuant to section 127.400 of title 13,
Code of Federal Regulations (or a successor
rule).

‘“(H) The number of small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by women that
were decertified.

‘() Any other information the Adminis-
trator determines necessary.”.

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section
8(m)(2)(C) of the Small Business Act is
amended by striking ‘‘paragraph (3)”’ and in-
serting ‘‘paragraph (4)”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

_ GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the measure under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?

There was no objection.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 7670, the Women-Owned
Small Business Program Transparency
Act.

The Women-Owned Small Business
program levels the playing field for fe-
male entrepreneurs who compete for
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Federal contracts. Additionally, it as-
sists agencies in meeting the goal of
awarding 5 percent of all contracts to
women-owned small businesses.

While the program has steadily im-
proved, it has faced its fair share of
delays and challenges. For example,
the program started operating 10 years
after its enactment, and since its im-
plementation 12 years ago, the 5 per-
cent goal has only been met twice.

The Small Business Administration
implemented a formal certification
process for the program in 2020, more
than 5 years after being required to do
so by Congress. As a result, while the
agency is making great strides, it still
has a substantial backlog of applica-
tions and the implementation of cor-
responding regulations—especially
when it comes to program examina-
tions—remains to be seen.

The importance of the program to
elevating women-owned small busi-
nesses in the Federal procurement
arena makes it imperative to conduct
oversight to ensure the program is
meeting its legislative intent. H.R. 7670
will aid Congress in this endeavor by
establishing reporting requirements to
better assess the effectiveness of the
program.

In particular, H.R. 7670 requires the
SBA to report on multiple facets of the
Women-Owned Small Business pro-
gram, including the amount of con-
tracting dollars awarded through the
program, the number of certifications
issued, the amount of program exami-
nations conducted, and much more.

I thank the gentlewoman from Penn-
sylvania (Ms. HOULAHAN) and the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. TENNEY)
for their bipartisan work on this bill.
H.R. 7670 is a commonsense piece of
legislation that will bring trans-
parency and accountability to the
Women-Owned Small Business pro-
gram.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this bipartisan bill,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I rise in support of H.R. 7670, the
Women-Owned Small Business Pro-
gram Transparency Act.

Federal programs, and especially
Federal contracting programs, require
comprehensive and complete reporting
requirements from executive branch
agencies. This information ensures
that not only the programs are meet-
ing congressional intent but also to en-
sure that safeguards and oversight ca-
pabilities are intact.

H.R. 7670 bolsters the Women-Owned
Small Business program by enhancing
the program’s reporting requirements.
Having more information on how many
women-owned small businesses are cer-
tified and the amount of fees charged
by third-party certifiers will only
strengthen the program.

I thank the gentlewoman from Penn-
sylvania (Ms. HOULAHAN) and the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. TENNEY)
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for working in a bipartisan manner to
address the Women-Owned Small Busi-
ness program. I also again would like
to thank the chair for advancing this
bill.

H.R. 7670 is a good government bill
that will provide more information
about one of the SBA’s Federal con-
tracting programs.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from Pennsylvania
(Ms. HOULAHAN).

Ms. HOULAHAN. Madam Speaker, I
proudly rise today to urge my col-
leagues to vote for my straightforward,
bipartisan bill that supports our Na-
tion’s female entrepreneurs. It is called
the Women-Owned Small Business Pro-
gram Transparency Act.

As an engineer myself, and an entre-
preneur and operator, I Kknow very
much firsthand that data can help us
to address and understand some of our
most pressing issues in business. Here
is what the data says: Year after year,
women-owned small businesses con-
tinue to be underrepresented when it
comes to Federal contract funding. In
other words, the playing field isn’t
nearly level.

The good news is that there is al-
ready an initiative that is designed to
address this. It is called the Women-
Owned Small Business Federal Con-
tracting Program. This program is pop-
ular and necessary to bridge the dis-
parity in Federal contracts, but it
needs some additional improvements.

My bill will do just that by increas-
ing transparency, oversight, and ac-
countability. Through this program,
the SBA aids other Federal agencies in
meeting the statutory goal of awarding
5 percent of Federal contracts to
women-owned businesses, a goal which
the chairwoman mentioned has only
been met twice in history.

The program has experienced chal-
lenges, including a significant backlog
of applications and poor visibility of
the approval numbers by national cer-
tifying entities. Our bipartisan bill will
address these concerns by requiring the
SBA to share six critical pieces of in-
formation:

One, the amount of contracting dol-
lars that are awarded.

Two, the number of certifications
that are issued.

Three, the amount of program exami-
nations that are conducted.

Four, the number of companies that
are decertified.

Five, the number of contracts that
are incorrectly awarded.

Simply put, this bill will allow Con-
gress and the SBA to work together to
help women secure government con-
tracts, especially those in underrep-
resented industries, which include the
signature crop of our region, the mush-
room industry, and also include under-
represented industries such as the
dairy product manufacturing industry,
which is represented by ByHeart, the
only baby formula manufacturer that
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has been started in the last 15 years,
that also happens to be in my district.

The time is now for us to act, both as
our female businessowners continue to
recover from the pandemic and as addi-
tional contracts are issued through the
historic implementation of the bipar-
tisan Infrastructure Investment and
Jobs Act.

Madam Speaker, I thank my col-
league and fellow entrepreneur from
across the aisle, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. TENNEY) for her part-
nership on this bill that will help level
the playing field for all female entre-
preneurs across our country.

I also thank and extend my thanks to
Chair VELAZQUEZ and Ranking Member
LUETKEMEYER.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as she may
consume to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. TENNEY), the ranking mem-
ber of the Subcommittee on Under-
served, Agriculture, and Rural Busi-
ness Development.

Ms. TENNEY. Madam Speaker, I am
honored to partner with the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania (Ms.
HOULAHAN) to introduce the bipartisan
Women-Owned Small Business Pro-
gram Transparency Act. In 2014 and
2019, the Government Accountability
Office found that the Women-Owned
Small Business program has several
oversight deficiencies and needs to re-
lease more in-depth performance
metrics to ensure it addresses the
needs of women-owned small businesses
and the taxpayer.

This legislation today addresses
these concerns, requiring the Small
Business Administration to annually
disclose the total number of businesses
that are certified as women-owned by
the SBA, the number certified by third-
party certifiers, and fees charged by
third-party  certifiers, the dollar
amount and percent of contracts to
women-owned small businesses, and
the information on contracts incor-
rectly awarded.

For over two decades, the Women-
Owned Small Business program has set
aside at least 5 percent Federal con-
tracting dollars for certified women-
owned small businesses. This plays a
small, but important, part of ensuring
that the Federal Government does not
leave our Nation’s small businesses be-
hind and that we continue to have a ro-
bust and competitive contractor eco-
system to pull from.

In New York’s 22nd Congressional
District, small businesses make up 94
percent of all employers, and I have
witnessed firsthand the tremendous
impact of women-owned small busi-
nesses. In fact, my own family business
is a women-owned business. Whether it
is Curcio Printing in the Southern Tier
or AeroMed Technologies in Utica, our
communities and, yes, our taxpayers
benefit when women-owned businesses
thrive.

With these additional metrics avail-
able to policymakers, it will pave the
way for future improvements to the
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Women-Owned Small Business pro-
gram. Only through full transparency
can we ensure that this program works
effectively and efficiently for small
businesses and for taxpayers.

I thank, again, my partner and col-
league, the gentlewoman from Pennsyl-
vania (Ms. HOULAHAN), for cosponsoring
this great piece of bipartisan legisla-
tion, and I urge my colleagues to join
us in supporting this.
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Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I am prepared to close, and I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, as I mentioned ear-
lier, it is important for Congress to
study all of the Small Business Admin-
istration’s Federal contracting pro-
grams regularly.

H.R. 7670, the Women-Owned Small
Business Program Transparency Act,
will enhance our research and assist us
as we examine this program. The more
information that we have at our finger-
tips, simply the better.

Madam Speaker, I urge all my col-
leagues to support this bill, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, long after the en-
actment of the legislation to create the
Women-Owned Small Business Pro-
gram, women still face inequities when
it comes to Federal contracting. The
Women-Owned Small Business Pro-
gram tries to address these inequities.

Today, we have the opportunity to
further this mission through H.R. 7670.
This bill creates a reporting require-
ment through which to measure wheth-
er the program is working as intended.
I am certain that this oversight mecha-
nism will lead to increased trans-
parency, accountability, and efficiency
to the benefit of our women-owned
small business community. That is
why I thank our committee members
for their leadership in advancing this
piece of legislation.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes,” and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, | rise
in strong support of H.R. 7670, the “Women-
Owned Small Business Program Transparency
Act.”

H.R. 7670 is a bipartisan effort to amend
the Small Business Act to require the Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Administration
(SBA) to submit to Congress a report on small
businesses owned and controlled by women
including:

Information as to the amount of contracting
dollars awarded through the program,

The number of certifications being issued,

The amount of program examinations being
conducted,

The number of companies being decertified,
and

The number of contracts incorrectly award-
ed to industries within the North American In-
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dustry Classification System or NAICS codes
ineligible for the program, as well as any ac-
tions taken by SBA to properly train agency
personnel.

The SBA’s report to the Committee on
Small Business of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Small Business
and Entrepreneurship of the Senate will equip
Congress with transparency into the effective-
ness of the program that will enable future im-
provements to the program.

Established in 2000, the Women-Owned
Small Business (WOSB) program leveled the
playing field by providing an opportunity for
women-owned small businesses to attain fed-
eral contracts in industries where the SBA had
determined that women entrepreneurs were
underrepresented.

Unfortunately, due to administrative neglect
in the application review and the application
backlog from eligible businesses, many
women were shut out from attaining contracts.

Following the U.S. Government Account-
ability Office’s investigation into this matter,
they concluded that “By not improving its
oversight of the WOSB program, SBA is lim-
iting its ability to ensure third-party certifiers
are following program requirements”, meaning
that several contracts that WOSBs had ap-
plied for were inaccessible to women.

When enacted, H.R. 7670 will reform the
oversight of the WOSB program to ensure that
transparency and accountability are high prior-
ities during the contract distribution process.

| applaud the efforts of my colleagues Rep.
CHRISSY HOULAHAN and Rep. CLAUDIA TENNEY
for elevating the voices of all female
entreprenuers across America, including over
125,000 female small business owners from
Houston.

There has been a long history of women-
owned small businesses being excluded from
consideration for federal contracts and partici-
pation in subcontracting. The progress that
women-owned small businesses had made
was curtailed by the COVID-19 pandemic,
and that lost ground must be reversed so that
women-owned businesses are able to remain
competitive.

Now more than ever, it is critical for Con-
gress to stand with America’s small business
owners to whom we owe a great deal for our
economic prosperity.

Madam Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting H.R. 7670.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7670.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

——
STRENGTHENING SUBCON-
TRACTING FOR SMALL BUSI-
NESSES ACT OF 2022

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
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bill (H.R. 7694) to amend the Small
Business Act to modify the require-
ments relating to the evaluation of the
subcontracting plans of certain
offerors, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7694

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Strength-
ening Subcontracting for Small Businesses
Act of 2022”°.

SEC. 2. EVALUATION OF SUBCONTRACTING
PLANS.

Section 8(d)(4)(G) of the Small Business
Act (156 U.S.C. 637(d)(4)(G)) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding clause (i), by
striking ‘‘bundled contract’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘for subcontracting’ and in-
serting ‘‘contract that includes a subcon-
tracting plan required under this para-
graph’’; and

(2) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘the rate pro-
vided under the subcontracting plan for
small business participation’ and inserting
‘“‘the description in the subcontracting plan
of the extent to which the offeror proposes to
use small business concerns as subcontrac-
tors (at any tier)”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

_ GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the measure under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?

There was no objection.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 7694, the Strengthening
Subcontracting for Small Businesses
Act of 2022. Subcontracting plans are
an important mechanism for small
business utilization. In fact, for many
small businesses, subcontracting plans
represent the only way to participate
in Federal contracts. That is why the
Small Business Act requires contrac-
tors to have subcontracting plans in
certain situations.

For example, subcontracting plans
are required for contracts that exceed
certain  thresholds, have subcon-
tracting possibilities, and are awarded
using negotiated procedures. While
having these plans in place is an impor-
tant first step, it will not make a dif-
ference if the prime does not imple-
ment them.

The Small Business Act has a provi-
sion that allows agencies to subject
prime contractors to liquidated dam-
ages if they do not employ good faith
efforts to meet the subcontracting
plans. However, the standard is ambig-
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uous and not always enforced. As a re-
sult, primes often face no consequences
for failing to meet their subcontracting
plans. That is simply unacceptable.

We must do more to ensure prime
contractors comply with their subcon-
tracting plans. This is precisely what
H.R. 7694 does. It requires agencies to
evaluate past performance in meeting
subcontracting plans when considering
offers for new contract awards. In
other words, by making sure that pre-
vious compliance with these plans is
taken into consideration when making
new awards, it would encourage more
compliance with subcontracting plans.

I thank Representative STAUBER and
Representative MFUME for leading this
effort, which represents an innovative
solution to a longstanding problem.

Madam Speaker, I urge Members to
support this legislation, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 7694. All contractors know the im-
portance of subcontractors. Their work
responsibilities are crucial to com-
pleting jobs on time and on budget.
H.R. 7694 translates the importance of
subcontracting to Federal contracting
and especially those who participate
within the SBA’s contracting pro-
grams. Simply put, past performance
should be acknowledged on all future
dealings.

Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER),
my friend, who is one of the biggest ad-
vocates for small businesses and sub-
contractors, and the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. MFUME) for working in a
bipartisan manner to highlight this
issue.

I also again thank the chair for
bringing this bill forward, and I urge
my colleagues to support H.R. 7694.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
continue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. STAUBER), one of the big-
gest advocates for small businesses and
subcontractors.

Mr. STAUBER. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Madam Speaker, thanks to this ad-
ministration’s bad policies, small busi-
nesses are struggling with sky-
rocketing inflation, record-high gas
prices, and supply chain and labor cri-
ses. It is imperative that Congress help
our small businesses find success de-
spite this economic landscape. One way
we can do this is by improving the Fed-
eral contract marketplace.

A common theme we have heard in
the contracting space is that prime
contracting opportunities for small
businesses are dwindling at an alarm-
ing rate. This means that subcon-
tracting opportunities are more impor-
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tant than ever for our small businesses.
While large prime contractors are
statutorily required to have subcon-
tracting plans, there is little incentive
for prime contractors to comply with
their own goals.

Further, there is no requirement that
a contracting officer take into consid-
eration a contractor’s past perform-
ance in subcontracting with small busi-
nesses when deliberating new awards.
While it is laudable that prime con-
tractors have subcontracting plans,
these plans seem to have minimal in-
fluence on a contractor’s motivation to
award work to small businesses.

This bill, the Strengthening Subcon-
tracting for Small Businesses Act, ad-
dresses this problem in a few ways:

First, the legislation will require the
consideration of a contractor’s pro-
posed utilization of small businesses in
its subcontracting plans.

Second, the legislation will require
the consideration of the contractor’s
past performance in meeting its pre-
vious goals.

In short, this bill creates a strong in-
centive for large prime contractors to
comply with their own goals since it
will now impact their ability to win
new work.

Madam Speaker, I thank my col-
league, Congressman MFUME, for his
collaboration on this bill. Together, 1
believe we have created a meaningful
piece of legislation that will make a
real and significant impact on small
businesses, and I look forward to con-
tinuing our relationship.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. MFUME).

Mr. MFUME. Madam Speaker, I par-
ticularly thank the chair for yielding
this time but also for her very impor-
tant leadership on the Committee on
Small Business and for the excellence
of her example—getting all of us to the
point of where we are today.

At a time when, as has been said,
small businesses are at risk of being
pushed out of the Federal procurement
space due to forces outside of their con-
trol, it is imperative that we unite
across the aisle, as has been stated, to
stand up for small business concerns
and to help grow their presence in the
Federal contracting space where pos-
sible.

I am very pleased to work with Rep-
resentative STAUBER, the distinguished
gentleman from Minnesota, who, on
committee and at this time, jointly
share an interest in this legislation be-
cause of what it does. I look forward to
working with Mr. STAUBER in the fu-
ture on other joint endeavors.

I also thank the staff of the Com-
mittee on Small Business for working
very hard to pull together this com-
monsense bill that protects small busi-
nesses by incentivizing large prime
contractors to adhere to their con-
tracting plans.

Now, some might say, well, why do
you have to do that? Unfortunately, if
we don’t do it, they will continue as
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they have done, to not adhere to those
plans, and it hurts the overall small
business community.

Currently, prime contractors have
very little economic incentive to do
the right things, to abide by their sub-
contracting plans, and these are the
plans that they, themselves have nego-
tiated. So when prime contractors dis-
regard these pre-negotiated terms, the
only recourse that we have is to make
sure that we find a way to involve our-
selves before they are left with their
only alternative, which is to file a law-
suit.

Given the nature of the courts, any
small business relief that may come to
them could prove to be too little, too
late.

Madam Speaker, again, I thank the
gentleman from Minnesota. This bill
creates an economic incentive for
prime contractors to follow their sub-
contracting plans by requiring any
agency of the government to assess
those plans and to offer advice and an
opinion on whether or not they have
complied.

The SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. The
time of the gentleman has expired.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. MFUME. Madam Speaker, by
amending the language of the Small
Business Act, by expanding its scope,
this legislation will give contractors
that treat small businesses the right
and the fair way, a greater chance at
winning Federal contractors. And it
will hopefully incentivize those con-
tractors that are not, to finally do the
right thing.

Madam Speaker, I respectfully ask
that my colleagues vote in support of
H.R. 7694, the Strengthening Subcon-
tracting for Small Businesses Act of
2022.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume to close.

Madam Speaker, as contract consoli-
dation continues to build momentum,
opportunities will continue to falter.
Overall, this trendline is heading in the
wrong direction. As a result, the em-
phasis and importance will be placed
on subcontracting.

H.R. 7694 takes an important step by
requiring that past performance is
taken into account on all future con-
tracts. Congress will need to continue
to study this issue carefully, and H.R.
7694 will assist us along the way.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
would just say thank you to both gen-
tlemen, Mr. STAUBER and Mr. MFUME,
for their hard work, and I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, | rise
in strong support of H.R. 7694, the “Strength-
ening Subcontracting for Small Businesses Act
of 2022.”
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This legislation would amend the Small
Business Act to ensure that companies award-
ed government contracts utilize small busi-
nesses in their subcontracting plans.

H.R. 7694 would ensure that small busi-
nesses are not excluded from the government
contracting process, which is an important
concern in Congress.

With more than 65 percent of small busi-
nesses having experienced at least a mod-
erately negative impact from the COVID-19
pandemic according to Statista Research, it is
more vital than ever that we continue to
strengthen small business.

This legislation will provide that urgently
needed support.

As small businesses account for 44 percent
of U.S. economic activity, they are the power-
house behind the American workforce, cre-
ating two-thirds of the new jobs over the last
15 years.

Small business is vital in times of crisis, giv-
ing our economy the ability to be more flexi-
ble, innovative, and productive.

In my home district in Houston, there are
over 600,000 small businesses engaged in in-
dustries across the spectrum.

Many of these small businesses received
subcontracts following the devastation of Hur-
ricanes lke and Harvey, and their work helped
rebuild Houston as well as restore local eco-
nomic growth.

Just this week, there was a briefing on the
COVID-19 pandemic response that under-
scored how important small business sub-
contracts were, and continue to be, to our ca-
pacity for COVID testing, quarantine, and
much more.

Small businesses are always serving our
communities, and this legislation on subcon-
tracting will allow them to do more of what
they’re already doing: improving life for us all.

We need legislation that reinforces the value
and capability that small businesses provide to
the American economy, especially through
contracts with the federal government.

| urge all my colleagues to support H.R.
7694, the Strengthening Subcontracting for
Small Businesses Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7694.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

———
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BANKRUPTCY THRESHOLD AD-
JUSTMENT AND TECHNICAL COR-
RECTIONS ACT

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill (S.
3823) to amend title 11, United States
Code, to modify the eligibility require-
ments for a debtor under chapter 13,
and for other purposes.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
S. 3823

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Bankruptcy
Threshold Adjustment and Technical Correc-
tions Act’’.

SEC. 2. BANKRUPTCY AMENDMENTS.

(a) DEFINITION OF SMALL BUSINESS DEBT-
OR.—Section 101(61D)(B) of title 11, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘under this
title” after ‘‘affiliated debtors’’; and

(2) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘an issuer”
and all that follows and inserting ‘‘a cor-
poration described in clause (ii).”’.

(b) ADJUSTMENTS FOR INFLATION.—Section
104 of title 11, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘1182(1),”
after ““707(b),”’; and

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘“1182(1),”
after <707(b),”.

(¢c) WHO MAY BE A DEBTOR UNDER CHAPTER
13.—Section 109 of title 11, United States
Code is amended by striking subsection (e)
and inserting the following:

‘‘(e) Only an individual with regular in-
come that owes, on the date of the filing of
the petition, noncontingent, liquidated debts
of less than $2,750,000 or an individual with
regular income and such individual’s spouse,
except a stockbroker or a commodity
broker, that owe, on the date of the filing of
the petition, noncontingent, liquidated debts
that aggregate less than $2,750,000 may be a
debtor under chapter 13 of this title.”.

(d) DEFINITION OF DEBTOR.—Section 1182(1)
of title 11, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

‘(1) DEBTOR.—The term ‘debtor’—

“‘(A) subject to subparagraph (B), means a
person engaged in commercial or business
activities (including any affiliate of such
person that is also a debtor under this title
and excluding a person whose primary activ-
ity is the business of owning single asset real
estate) that has aggregate noncontingent
liquidated secured and unsecured debts as of
the date of the filing of the petition or the
date of the order for relief in an amount not
more than $7,500,000 (excluding debts owed to
1 or more affiliates or insiders) not less than
50 percent of which arose from the commer-
cial or business activities of the debtor; and

‘(B) does not include—

‘(i) any member of a group of affiliated
debtors under this title that has aggregate
noncontingent liquidated secured and unse-
cured debts in an amount greater than
$7,500,000 (excluding debt owed to 1 or more
affiliates or insiders);

‘‘(ii) any debtor that is a corporation sub-
ject to the reporting requirements under sec-
tion 13 or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 78m, 780(d)); or

‘“(iii) any debtor that is an affiliate of a
corporation described in clause (ii).”.

(e) TRUSTEE.—Section 1183(b)(5) of title 11,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘possession, perform” and
inserting ‘‘possession—

““(A) perform’’;

(2) in subparagraph (A), as so designated—

(A) by striking ‘¢, including operating the
business of the debtor’’; and

(B) by adding ‘‘and’’ at the end; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(B) be authorized to operate the business
of the debtor;”.

(f) CONFIRMATION OF PLAN.—Section 1191(c)
of title 11, United States Code, is amended by
striking paragraph (3) and inserting the fol-
lowing:
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“(3)(A) The debtor will be able to make all
payments under the plan; or

‘“(B)(1) there is a reasonable likelihood
that the debtor will be able to make all pay-
ments under the plan; and

‘‘(ii) the plan provides appropriate rem-
edies, which may include the liquidation of
nonexempt assets, to protect the holders of
claims or interests in the event that the pay-
ments are not made.”.

(g) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS TO THE BANK-
RUPTCY ADMINISTRATION IMPROVEMENT ACT.—
Section 589a of title 28, United States Code is
amended—

(1) in subsection (c) by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)” and inserting ‘‘subsections (a)
and (f)”’; and

(2) in subsection (f)(1)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘subsections (b) and (¢)”’ and
inserting ‘‘subsection (b)(5)”’; and

(B) in subparagraph (A), by inserting
“needed to offset the amount’” after
“amounts’.

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICABILITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsections (b) and (c)
and the amendments made by subsections (b)
and (c) shall take effect on the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

(2) RETROACTIVE APPLICATION OF CERTAIN
AMENDMENTS.—The amendments made by
subsections (a), (d), (e), and (f) shall apply
with respect to any case that—

(A) is commenced under title 11, United
States Code, on or after March 27, 2020; and

(B) with respect to a case that was com-
menced on or after March 27, 2020 and before
the date of enactment of this Act, is pending
on the date of enactment of this Act.

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE OF TECHNICAL CORREC-
TIONS TO BAIA.—The amendments made by
subsection (g) shall take effect as if enacted
on October 1, 2021.

(i) SUNSETS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective on the date that
is 2 years after the date of enactment of this
Act—

(A) subsection (e) of section 109 of title 11,
United States Code is amended to read as
such subsection read on the day before the
date of enactment of this Act; and

(B) section 1182(1) of title 11, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘(1) DEBTOR.—The term ‘debtor’ means a
small business debtor.”.

(2) AMOUNTS.—For purposes of applying
subsection (e) of section 109 of title 11,
United States Code, as amended by para-
graph (1)(A), the amounts specified in such
subsection shall be the amounts that were in
effect on the day before the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
VEASEY). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. NEGUSE)
and the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BENTZ) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Colorado.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on S. 3823.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Senator DURBIN
and Senator GRASSLEY for their work
on this bill. I also thank my colleague
on the other side of the aisle, Rep-
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resentative CLINE, for being the Repub-
lican lead on the bill.

The Bankruptcy Threshold Adjust-
ment and Technical Corrections Act
shows that we can still come together
in a bipartisan and bicameral way and
make commonsense changes to the law
that help small businesses on Main
Street and everyday Americans.

Before the COVID-19 pandemic, Mr.
Speaker, many sole proprietors and
middle-class families who live in high
cost-of-living areas were ineligible to
receive chapter 13 bankruptcy protec-
tions because the debt limits were far
too low. For families forced into bank-
ruptcy who wanted to Kkeep their
homes, vehicles, or any essential prop-
erty, and were willing to pay off their
debts under court supervision, chapter
13 is their only lifeline. The alternative
for these families can be devastating.
Many have lost everything, including
their homes.

The story is similar for small busi-
nesses. In 2019, the American Bank-
ruptcy Institute’s Commission on Con-
sumer Bankruptcy found that the arti-
ficially low chapter 13 limits were driv-
ing people away from the relief that
they needed, and they called on this
Congress to act.

Sole proprietors who could otherwise
save their businesses and protect their
families have been forced to liquidate
everything because they exceeded the
debt limits of chapter 13.

The Small Business Reorganization
Act of 2019, the SBRA, as the Speaker
pro tempore knows, created subchapter
V in chapter 11 bankruptcy, a vol-
untary option for small businesses in
need of expedited bankruptcy relief.
But that low debt limit meant that
many small businesses simply could
not take advantage of the program.

The travesty of the pandemic really
brought the need to increase these debt
limits into stark relief. The CARES
Act raised the debt limit threshold
under the SBRA. That was done on a
bipartisan basis by this House. It pro-
vided important protections to families
and homeowners, but those provisions
were temporary.

My office has been contacted by
countless professionals from all over
the bankruptcy community expressing
the need for this legislation. The Na-
tional Conference of Bankruptcy
Judges, an association of the bank-
ruptcy judges of the United States, has
said that the SBRA was one of the best
modifications to the Bankruptcy Code
in recent years. It assisted nearly 3,000
small businesses across the country
that were in need of expedited relief
through the pandemic. The Office of
the United States Trustee Program
also reported that more than half of
these small business debtors received
successful outcomes through a con-
firmed reorganization plan in 6 months
or less.

Despite the success of this program,
the debt limit increase under the SBRA
expired earlier this year, just a few
months ago, on March 27, 2022, which
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created an environment of uncertainty
and unpredictability within the bank-
ruptcy arena. Today’s legislation retro-
actively restores that higher debt limit
and extends it for another 2 years, al-
lowing more businesses to take advan-
tage of these protections under court
supervision.

This bill passed the Senate by unani-
mous consent, and I certainly hope
that we can get a similar level of bipar-
tisan support here in the House. This
bill will make a big difference by al-
lowing families to keep their homes,
vehicles, and livelihoods intact while
they repay their debt.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, S. 3823 would make
modest and temporary changes to the
U.S. Bankruptcy Code.

First, the bill temporarily increases
debt limits for small business debtors
under subchapter V of chapter 11 and
for individual debtors reorganizing
debt under chapter 13.

Subchapter V of the Bankruptcy
Code is a lower cost reorganization
bankruptcy option for small busi-
nesses. These businesses don’t have
deep pockets, and traditional, expen-
sive chapter 11 reorganizations may
not be feasible.

Subchapter V is a more affordable
and streamlined approach, which can
lead to more successful reorganiza-
tions. That means that both debtors
and creditors should be better off be-
cause, hopefully, less of the debtor’s es-
tate will go toward professional fees
and more will be left for the debtor’s
business and, ultimately, the creditors.

Subchapter V took effect in February
2020. At that time, the debt limit for
those wishing to utilize this more
streamlined law was just over $2.7 mil-
lion. Due in part to expected trouble
for small businesses, the CARES Act
and later legislation temporarily in-
creased the debt limit for subchapter V
filers to $7.5 million. That temporary
increase sunsetted in March of this
year. This bill again extends the $7.5
million debt limit for another 2 years.

Likewise, the bill also changes the
bankruptcy debt limits for chapter 13,
which is a way for eligible individuals,
including sole proprietors, to reorga-
nize their debts. The bill removes the
distinction between secured and unse-
cured debt limits under chapter 13 and
increases the overall debt limit for
those who wish to file for their indi-
vidual protection from about $1.9 mil-
lion to $2.75 million.

Like the adjustment to subchapter V,
these changes to chapter 13 apply for
only 2 years. Put simply, Americans
are having a harder time making ends
meet due to what I think we would
agree are mistakes made under the
Biden administration and Democrats in
control of Congress.

Raising the debt limit will allow
those suffering from these failed poli-
cies to adjust their debts to fit the new
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realities of our economy, skyrocketing
energy and input costs, not enough
workers, and more. A successful reor-
ganization can leave both debtors and
creditors better off.

At the same time, we just don’t have
certain data about some of these bank-
ruptcy policy changes or their likely
long-term effects. That is why these
changes to our Bankruptcy Code
should be temporary.

An additional 2 years of normal post-
pandemic bankruptcy activity will give
us a better understanding of the under-
lying policy issues and will help guide
the future design of our bankruptcy
system.

It is also worth noting that this bill
did not go through regular order in the
Judiciary Committee, so it did not ben-
efit from robust oversight or legisla-
tive hearings. Americans are best
served when Federal policy is made
after careful and focused congressional
deliberation, something that would
have occurred in regular order.

The bill makes clarifications to
small business bankruptcies that relate
to eligibility, trustee responsibilities,
and bankruptcy plan requirements.
These would be permanent. The bill
also makes accounting-related clari-
fications that will operate to improve
the U.S. Trustee System Fund.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the distinguished member of our
committee, Mr. NEGUSE, for his leader-
ship joining with the Senate, and I
thank him for yielding, Mr. Speaker.

This is a fresh start. This is a new op-
portunity in important bipartisan, bi-
cameral legislation that Mr. NEGUSE
has nurtured and introduced and will
ensure, under his leadership, that our
bankruptcy system works for the en-
trepreneurs, small businesses, home-
owners, and American families, who
are the backbone of this country and of
the communities where they live and
work.

Having the privilege of having served
on the Judiciary Committee for some
time, I am reminded of the work that
we have done, almost like a puzzle put-
ting together a better matrix for the
American people to be able to renew
their lives even as they may have the
necessity of filing for bankruptcy.

If there is one fundamental principle
of American bankruptcy law, it is the
promise of a fresh start, and the fresh
start is quintessentially an American
idea. It is a promise that even when
your best efforts have failed, you are
not a failure, and you will have a
chance to get back up and try again. It
is a promise that your debts will not
destroy you.

Increasing the debt limit for small
businesses electing to file for bank-
ruptcy under subchapter V of chapter
11 to $7.5 million is long overdue.

Mr. Speaker, I particularly thank
Mr. NEGUSE because really small busi-
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nesses across America have been rais-
ing this question, making the point
that it is impossible for them to sur-
vive with the previous cap for indi-
vidual chapter 11 filers of $2.75 million.

This legislation will provide much-
needed certainty that the bankruptcy
system will be responsive to hard-
working Americans and their families
trying to stay afloat in a world that
can be turned upside down by global
economic shocks.

Just as I started, again, the filing of
bankruptcy should not cause one to
never renew again. This legislation,
with the leadership of Mr. NEGUSE,
gives our American businesspersons,
homeowners, and others a fresh start.

I ask my colleagues to support this
legislation.
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Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-
pared to close and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time. I will
simply close by first thanking the dis-
tinguished chairwoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON LEE), who is always so
articulate and I am grateful for her
leadership and kind remarks.

I also thank Mr. CICILLINE, the chair-
man of the subcommittee of jurisdic-
tion, whose leadership was pivotal; and
as I mentioned before, my Senate part-
ners and Representative CLINE.

At the end of the day, I think we
have a real opportunity today to honor
American ingenuity, entrepreneurship,
and innovation by providing our small
businesses across the United States in
Main Street after Main Street with the
opportunity and the tools that they
need to be able to survive.

Mr. Speaker, I think this bill is a
small step in that direction. It is bipar-
tisan. It passed the Senate unani-
mously, and I certainly hope that it
will pass this Chamber unanimously as
well.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the bill, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of S. 3823, the “Bankruptcy Threshold
Adjustment and Technical Corrections Act.”

This important bipartisan, bicameral legisla-
tion introduced by my colleague, Congress-
man Neguse, will ensure that our bankruptcy
system works for the entrepreneurs, small
businesses, homeowners, and American fami-
lies who are the backbone of this country and
of the communities where they live and work.

If there is one foundational principle of
American bankruptcy law, it is the promise of
the “fresh start.” The fresh start is a
quintessentially American idea. It is the prom-
ise that even when your best efforts have
failed, you will have a chance to get back up
and try again. It is the promise that your debts
will not destroy you.

By increasing the debt limit for small busi-
nesses electing to file for bankruptcy under
subchapter V of Chapter 11 to $7.5 million,
and for individual Chapter 13 filers to $2.75

I yield
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million, this legislation will provide much-need-
ed certainty that the bankruptcy system will be
responsive to hardworking Americans and
their families trying to stay afloat in a world
that can get turned upside down by global
economic shocks.

We all benefit from the fresh start. When it
works as intended, it boosts economic growth,
reduces unemployment, and encourages inno-
vation and entrepreneurship. This legislation
represents a major step toward ensuring that
our bankruptcy system makes good on that
promise.

| thank my colleagues, Representatives
Neguse and Cline, for their leadership on this
bill and for their work to ensure that small
businesses and families have meaningful ac-
cess to the bankruptcy process.

| urge my colleagues to support S. 3823.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
NEGUSE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 3823.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

———

WATER RESOURCES
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2022

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7776) to provide for improvements
to the rivers and harbors of the United
States, to provide for the conservation
and development of water and related
resources, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7776

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“Water Resources Development Act of
2022,

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Secretary defined.

TITLE I—-GENERAL PROVISIONS

101. Federal breakwaters and jetties.

102. Emergency response to natural dis-
asters.

Shoreline and riverine restoration.

Tidal river, bay, and estuarine
flood risk reduction.

Removal of manmade obstruction
to aquatic ecosystem restora-
tion projects.

National coastal mapping study.

Public recreational amenities in
ecosystem restoration projects.

Preliminary analysis.

Technical assistance.

Corps of Engineers support for un-
derserved communities; out-
reach.

Sec.
Sec.

103.
104.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 105.

106.
107.

Sec.
Sec.

108.
109.
110.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
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111.
112.

Sec.
Sec.

Project planning assistance.

Managed aquifer recharge study
and working group.

Flood easement database.

Assessment of Corps of Engineers
levees.

Technical assistance for levee in-
spections.

Assessment of Corps of Engineers
dams.

National low-head dam inventory.

Tribal partnership program.

Tribal Liaison.

Tribal assistance.

Cost sharing provisions for the ter-
ritories and Indian Tribes.

Sense of Congress on COVID-19 im-
pacts to coastal and inland
navigation.

Assessment of regional confined
aquatic disposal facilities.

Strategic plan on beneficial use of
dredged material.

Funding to review mitigation
banking proposals from non-
Federal public entities.

Environmental dredging.

Reserve component training at
water resources development
projects.

Payment of pay and allowances of
certain officers from appropria-
tion for improvements.

Civil works research, development,
testing, and evaluation.

Support of Army civil works pro-
gram.

Contracts with institutions of high-
er education to provide assist-
ance.

Records regarding members and
employees of the Corps of Engi-
neers who perform duty at Lake
Okeechobee, Florida, during a
harmful algal bloom.

Sense of Congress on the Mis-
sissippi River-Gulf Outlet, Lou-
isiana.

Water infrastructure public-private
partnership pilot program.

Sec. 135. Applicability.

TITLE II-STUDIES AND REPORTS

113.
114.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 115.

Sec. 116.
117.
118.
119.
120.
121.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 122.

Sec. 123.

Sec. 124.

Sec. 125.

126.
127.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 128.

Sec. 129.

Sec. 130.

Sec. 131.

Sec. 132.

Sec. 133.

Sec. 134.

Sec. 201. Authorization of proposed feasi-
bility studies.

Sec. 202. Expedited completion.

Sec. 203. Expedited modifications of existing
feasibility studies.

Sec. 204. Corps of Engineers reservoir sedi-
mentation assessment.

Sec. 205. Assessment of impacts from chang-
ing operation and maintenance
responsibilities.

Sec. 206. Report and recommendations on
dredge capacity.

Sec. 207. Maintenance dredging data.

Sec. 208. Report to Congress on economic
valuation of preservation of
open space, recreational areas,
and habitat associated with
project lands.

Sec. 209. Ouachita River watershed, Arkan-
sas and Louisiana.

Sec. 210. Report on Santa Barbara streams,
Lower Mission Creek, Cali-
fornia.

Sec. 211. Disposition study on Salinas Dam
and Reservoir, California.

Sec. 212. Excess lands report for Whittier
Narrows Dam, California.

Sec. 213. Colebrook River Reservoir, Con-
necticut.

Sec. 214. Comprehensive central and south-
ern Florida study.

Sec. 215. Study on shellfish habitat and
seagrass, Florida Central Gulf
Coast.

Sec. 216. Northern estuaries ecosystem res-

toration, Florida.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

217

218.

219.

220.

221.

222.

223.

224.
225.
226.
221.
228.

229.

230.

231.

232.
233.

234.
235.

236.
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. Report on South Florida ecosystem
restoration plan implementa-
tion.

Review of recreational hazards at
Buford Dam, Lake Sidney La-
nier, Georgia.

Review of recreational hazards at
the banks of the Mississippi
River, Louisiana.

Hydraulic evaluation of Upper Mis-
sissippi River and Illinois
River.

Disposition study on hydropower in
the Willamette Valley, Oregon.
Houston Ship Channel Expansion
Channel Improvement Project,

Texas.

Sabine-Neches waterway naviga-
tion improvement project,
Texas.

Norfolk Harbor and Channels, Vir-
ginia.

Coastal Virginia, Virginia.

Western infrastructure study.

Report on socially and economi-
cally disadvantaged small busi-
ness concerns.

Report on solar energy opportuni-
ties.

Assessment of coastal flooding
mitigation modeling and test-
ing capacity.

Report to Congress on easements
related to water resources de-
velopment projects.

Assessment of forest, rangeland,
and watershed restoration serv-
ices on lands owned by the
Corps of Engineers.

Electronic preparation and submis-
sion of applications.

Report on corrosion prevention ac-
tivities.

GAO Studies on mitigation.

GAO Study on waterborne statis-
tics.

GAO study on the integration of in-
formation into the national
levee database.

TITLE III-DEAUTHORIZATIONS AND

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

301

302.
303.

304.
305.
306.
307.

308.
309.
310.

311.
312.
313.

314.
315.
316.

317.
318.

319.
320.
321.
322.

323.

MODIFICATIONS
. Deauthorization of inactive
projects.
Watershed and river basin assess-
ments.
Forecast-informed reservoir oper-
ations.

Lakes program.

Invasive species.

Project reauthorizations.

St. Francis Lake Control Struc-
ture.

Fruitvale Avenue Railroad Bridge,
Alameda, California.

Los Angeles County, California.

Deauthorization of designated por-
tions of the Los Angeles County
Drainage Area, California.

Murrieta Creek, California.

Sacramento River, California.

San Diego River and Mission Bay,
San Diego County, California.

San Francisco Bay, California.

Columbia River Basin.

Comprehensive Everglades Restora-
tion Plan, Florida.

Port Everglades, Florida.

South Florida Ecosystem Restora-
tion Task Force.

Little Wood River, Gooding, Idaho.

Chicago shoreline protection.

Great Lakes and Mississippi River
Interbasin project, Brandon
Road, Will County, Illinois.

Southeast Des Moines levee sys-
tem, Iowa.
Lower Mississippi River com-

prehensive management study.
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Sec. 324. Lower Missouri River streambank
erosion control evaluation and
demonstration projects.

Sec. 325. Missouri River interception-rearing
complexes.

Sec. 326. Argentine, East Bottoms, Fairfax-
Jersey Creek, and North Kansas
Levees units, Missouri River
and tributaries at Kansas Cit-
ies, Missouri and Kansas.

Sec. 327. Missouri River mitigation project,
Missouri, Kansas, Iowa, and Ne-
braska.

Sec. 328. Northern Missouri.

Sec. 329. Israel River, Lancaster, New Hamp-
shire.

Sec. 330. Middle Rio Grande flood protec-
tion, Bernalillo to Belen, New
Mexico.

Sec. 331. Special rule for certain coastal
storm risk management
projects.

Sec. 332. Southwestern Oregon.

Sec. 333. John P. Murtha Locks and Dam.

Sec. 334. Wolf River Harbor, Tennessee.

Sec. 335. Addicks and Barker Reservoirs,
Texas.

Sec. 336. North Padre Island, Corpus Christi
Bay, Texas.

Sec. 337. Central West Virginia.

Sec. 338. Puget Sound, Washington.

Sec. 339. Water level management pilot
project on the Upper Mis-
sissippi River and Illinois Wa-
terway System.

Sec. 340. Upper Mississippi River protection.

Sec. 341. Treatment of certain benefits and
costs.

Sec. 342. Debris removal.

Sec. 343. General reauthorizations.

Sec. 344. Conveyances.

Sec. 345. Environmental infrastructure.

Sec. 346. Additional assistance for critical
projects.

Sec. 347. Sense of Congress on lease agree-
ment.

Sec. 348. Flood control and other purposes.

TITLE IV—WATER RESOURCES
INFRASTRUCTURE

Sec. 401. Project authorizations.

TITLE V—COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN
RESTORATION

501. Definitions.

502. Columbia River Basin Trust.

503. Columbia River Basin Task Force.
504. Administration.

TITLE VI-DETERMINATION OF
BUDGETARY EFFECTS

601. Determination of budgetary ef-
fects.
SEC. 2. SECRETARY DEFINED.

In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’ means

the Secretary of the Army.
TITLE I—GENERAL PROVISIONS
SEC. 101. FEDERAL BREAKWATERS AND JETTIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out repair or
maintenance activity of a Federal jetty or
breakwater associated with an authorized
navigation project, the Secretary shall, not-
withstanding the authorized dimensions of
the jetty or breakwater, ensure that such re-
pair or maintenance activity is sufficient to
meet the authorized purpose of such project,
including ensuring that any harbor or inland
harbor associated with the project is pro-
tected from projected changes in wave action
or height (including changes that result from
relative sea level change over the useful life
of the project).

(b) CLASSIFICATION OF ACTIVITY.—The Sec-
retary may not classify any repair or main-
tenance activity of a Federal jetty or break-
water carried out under subsection (a) as
major rehabilitation of such jetty or break-
water—

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
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(1) if the Secretary determines that—

(A) projected changes in wave action or
height, including changes that result from
relative sea level change, will diminish the
functionality of the jetty or breakwater to
meet the authorized purpose of the project;
and

(B) such repair or maintenance activity is
necessary to restore such functionality; or

(2) if—

(A) the Secretary has not carried out reg-
ular and routine Federal maintenance activ-
ity at the jetty or breakwater; and

(B) the structural integrity of the jetty or
breakwater is degraded as a result of a lack
of such regular and routine Federal mainte-
nance activity.

SEC. 102. EMERGENCY RESPONSE TO NATURAL
DISASTERS.

Section 5(a)(1) of the Act of August 18, 1941
(33 U.S.C. 701n(a)(1)) is amended by striking
“in the repair and restoration of any feder-
ally authorized hurricane or shore protective
structure’” and all that follows through
“non-Federal sponsor.”” and inserting ‘‘in the
repair and restoration of any federally au-
thorized hurricane or shore protective struc-
ture or project damaged or destroyed by
wind, wave, or water action of other than an
ordinary nature to the pre-storm level of
protection, to the design level of protection,
or, notwithstanding the authorized dimen-
sions of the structure or project, to a level
sufficient to meet the authorized purpose of
such structure or project, whichever provides
greater protection, when, in the discretion of
the Chief of Engineers, such repair and res-
toration is warranted for the adequate func-
tioning of the structure or project for hurri-
cane or shore protection, including to ensure
the structure or project is functioning ade-
quately to protect against projected changes
in wave action or height or storm surge (in-
cluding changes that result from relative sea
level change over the useful life of the struc-
ture or project), subject to the condition
that the Chief of Engineers may include
modifications to the structure or project to
address major deficiencies or implement
nonstructural alternatives to the repair or
restoration of the structure if requested by
the non-Federal sponsor.”.

SEC. 103. SHORELINE AND RIVERINE RESTORA-
TION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 212 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1999 (33 U.S.C.
2332) is amended—

(1) in the section heading, by striking
‘FLOOD MITIGATION AND RIVERINE RESTORATION
PROGRAM”’ and inserting ‘‘SHORELINE AND
RIVERINE PROTECTION AND RESTORATION’’;

(2) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘‘undertake a program for
the purpose of conducting” and inserting
“‘carry out’’;

(B) by striking ‘“‘to reduce flood hazards’
and inserting ‘‘to reduce flood and hurricane
and storm damage hazards (including ero-
sion)’’; and

(C) by inserting
“‘rivers’’;

(3) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking ‘“‘In carrying out the pro-
gram, the’’ and inserting ‘“The’’;

(ii) by inserting ‘‘and hurricane and
storm”’ after ‘‘flood’’; and

(iii) by inserting ‘‘erosion mitigation,”
after ‘‘reduction,’’;

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘flood
damages’ and inserting ‘‘flood and hurricane
and storm damages, including the use of nat-
ural features and nature-based features, as
defined in section 1184(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C.
2289a(a))’’; and

(C) in paragraph (4)—

““‘and shorelines” after
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(i) by inserting ‘‘and hurricane and storm”
after ‘‘flood’’;

(ii) by inserting ¢,
“‘riverine’’; and

(iii) by inserting
after ‘‘floodplains’’;

(4) in subsection (¢c)—

(A) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking
“‘FLOOD CONTROL’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or
hurricane and storm damage reduction’
after ‘“‘flood control”’; and

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in the paragraph heading, by inserting
‘““OR HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE REDUC-
TION” after ‘‘FLOOD CONTROL’’; and

(ii) by inserting ‘‘or hurricane and storm
damage reduction’ after ‘‘flood control’’;

(5) by amending subsection (d) to read as
follows:—

“(d) PROJECT JUSTIFICATION.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law or re-
quirement for economic justification estab-
lished under section 209 of the Flood Control
Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962-2), the Secretary
may implement a project under this section
if the Secretary determines that the
project—

‘(1) will significantly reduce potential
flood, hurricane and storm, or erosion dam-
ages;

“(2) will improve the quality of the envi-
ronment; and

‘“(8) is justified considering all costs and
beneficial outputs of the project.”;

(6) in subsection (e)—

(A) in paragraph (32), by striking ¢; and”’
and inserting a semicolon;

(B) in paragraph (33), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon;
and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(34) City of Southport, North Carolina;
and

‘4(35) Maumee River, Ohio.”’; and

(7) by striking subsections (f) through (i)
and inserting the following:

“(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $40,000,000, to remain
available until expended.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents in section 1(b) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1999 (113 Stat.
269) is amended by striking the item relating
to section 212 and inserting the following:
‘‘Sec. 212. Shoreline and riverine protection

and restoration.”.
SEC. 104. TIDAL RIVER, BAY, AND ESTUARINE
FLOOD RISK REDUCTION.

At the request of a non-Federal interest,
the Secretary is authorized, as part of an au-
thorized feasibility study for a project for
hurricane and storm damage risk reduction,
to investigate measures to reduce the risk of
flooding associated with tidally influenced
portions of rivers, bays, and estuaries that
are hydrologically connected to the coastal
water body and located within the geo-
graphic scope of the study.

SEC. 105. REMOVAL OF MANMADE OBSTRUCTION
TO AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORA-
TION PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out an aquat-
ic ecosystem restoration project, at the re-
quest of a non-Federal interest and with the
consent of the owner of a manmade obstruc-
tion, the Secretary shall determine whether
the removal of such obstruction from the
aquatic environment within the geographic
scope of the project is necessary to meet the
aquatic ecosystem restoration goals of the
project.

(b) REMOVAL CosTs.—If the Secretary de-
termines under subsection (a) that removal
of an obstruction is necessary, the Secretary

shoreline,”” after

“‘and coastal barriers”
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shall consider the removal of such obstruc-
tion to be a project feature and the cost of
such removal shall be shared between the
Secretary and non-Federal interest as a con-
struction cost.

(c) APPLICABILITY.—The requirements of
subsection (a) shall apply to any project for
ecosystem restoration authorized on or after
June 10, 2014.

(d) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—The authority con-
tained in this section shall not apply to the
Ice Harbor Lock and Dam, the Little Goose
Lock and Dam, the Lower Granite Lock and
Dam, and the Lower Monumental Lock and
Dam on Snake River, authorized by section 2
of the Act of March 2, 1945 (chapter 19, 59
Stat. 21).

SEC. 106. NATIONAL COASTAL MAPPING STUDY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting
through the Director of the Engineer Re-
search and Development Center, is author-
ized to carry out a study of coastal geo-
graphic land changes, with recurring na-
tional coastal mapping technology, along the
coastal zone of the United States to support
Corps of Engineers missions.

(b) STUDY.—In carrying out the study
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall
identify—

(1) new or advanced geospatial information
and remote sensing tools for coastal map-
ping;

(2) best practices for coastal change map-
ping;

(3) how to most effectively—

(A) collect and analyze such advanced
geospatial information;

(B) disseminate such geospatial informa-
tion to relevant offices of the Corps of Engi-
neers, other Federal agencies, States, Tribes,
and local governments; and

(C) make such geospatial
available to other stakeholders.

(¢c) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT.—

(1) PROJECT AREA.—In carrying out the
study under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall carry out a demonstration project in
the coastal region covering the North Caro-
lina coastal waters, connected bays, estu-
aries, rivers, streams, and creeks, to their
tidally influenced extent inland.

(2) SCOPE.—In carrying out the demonstra-
tion project, the Secretary shall—

(A) identify and study potential hazards,
such as debris, sedimentation, dredging ef-
fects, and flood areas;

(B) identify best practices described in sub-
section (b)(2), including best practices relat-
ing to geographical coverage and frequency
of mapping;

(C) evaluate and demonstrate relevant
mapping technologies to identify which are
the most effective for regional mapping of
the transitional areas between the open
coast and inland waters; and

(D) demonstrate remote sensing tools for
coastal mapping.

(d) COORDINATION.—In carrying out this
section, the Secretary shall coordinate with
other Federal and State agencies that are re-
sponsible for authoritative data and aca-
demic institutions and other entities with
relevant expertise.

(e) PANEL.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—In carrying out this
section, the Secretary shall establish a panel
of senior leaders from the Corps of Engineers
and other Federal agencies that are stake-
holders in the coastal mapping program car-
ried out through the Engineer Research and
Development Center.

(2) DUTIES.—The panel established under
this subsection shall—

(A) coordinate the collection of data under
the study carried out under this section;

(B) coordinate the use of geospatial infor-
mation and remote sensing tools, and the ap-
plication of the best practices identified
under the study, by Federal agencies; and

information
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(C) identify technical topics and challenges
that require multiagency collaborative re-
search and development.

(f) USE OF EXISTING INFORMATION.—In car-
rying out this section, the Secretary shall
consider any relevant information developed
under section 516(g) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2326b(g)).

(g) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report that describes—

(1) the results of the study carried out
under this section; and

(2) any geographical areas recommended
for additional study.

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATION.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $25,000,000, to remain
available until expended.

SEC. 107. PUBLIC RECREATIONAL AMENITIES IN
ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION
PROJECTS.

At the request of a non-Federal interest,
the Secretary is authorized to study the in-
corporation of public recreational amenities,
including facilities for hiking, biking, walk-
ing, and waterborne recreation, into a
project for ecosystem restoration, including
a project carried out under section 206 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (33
U.S.C. 2330), if the incorporation of such
amenities would be consistent with the eco-
system restoration purposes of the project.
SEC. 108. PRELIMINARY ANALYSIS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1001 of the Water
Resources Reform and Development Act of
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282c) is amended by striking
subsections (e) and (f) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(e) PRELIMINARY ANALYSIS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a non-
Federal interest, the Secretary shall, prior
to executing a cost-sharing agreement for a
feasibility study described in subsection (a),
carry out a preliminary analysis of the water
resources problem that is the subject of the
feasibility study in order to identify poten-
tial alternatives to address such problem.

‘“(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out a
preliminary analysis under this subsection,
the Secretary shall include in such anal-
ysis—

‘“‘(A) a preliminary analysis of the Federal
interest, costs, benefits, and environmental
impacts of the project;

‘(B) an estimate of the costs of, and dura-
tion for, preparing the feasibility study; and

“(C) for a flood risk management or hurri-
cane and storm risk reduction project, at the
request of the non-Federal interest, the iden-
tification of any opportunities to incor-
porate natural features or nature-based fea-
tures into the project.

‘“(3) DEADLINE.—The Secretary shall com-
plete a preliminary analysis carried out
under this subsection by not later than 180
days after the date on which funds are made
available to the Secretary to carry out the
preliminary analysis.

‘“(4) COST SHARE.—The cost of a prelimi-
nary analysis carried out under this sub-
section—

‘“(A) shall be at Federal expense; and

‘“(B) shall not exceed $200,000.

‘“(6) TREATMENT.—

““(A) TIMING.—The period during which a
preliminary analysis is carried out under
this subsection shall not be included for the
purposes of the deadline to complete a final
feasibility report under subsection (a)(1).

‘“(B) CosT.—The cost of a preliminary anal-
ysis carried out under this subsection shall
not be included for the purposes of the max-
imum Federal cost under subsection (a)(2).”.
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(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
905(a)(2) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2282(a)(2)) is
amended by striking ‘‘a preliminary anal-
ysis” and inserting ‘‘an analysis’.

SEC. 109. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.

(a) PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES.—Sec-
tion 22 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-16) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘local government,” after
‘‘State or group of States,”’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘local government,” after
‘‘such State, interest,”’;

(2) in subsection (¢)(2), by striking
‘$15,000,000”” and inserting ‘‘$30,000,000’’; and

(3) in subsection (f)—

(A) by striking ‘“The cost-share for assist-
ance’ and inserting the following:

‘(1) TRIBES AND TERRITORIES.—The cost-
share for assistance’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

¢“(2) ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED COMMU-
NITIES.—Notwithstanding subsection (b)(1)
and the limitation in section 1156 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986, as
applicable pursuant to paragraph (1) of this
subsection, the Secretary is authorized to
waive the collection of fees for any local gov-
ernment to which assistance is provided
under subsection (a) that the Secretary de-
termines is an economically disadvantaged
community, as defined by the Secretary
under section 160 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note).”’.

(b) WATERSHED PLANNING AND TECHNICAL
ASSISTANCE.—In providing assistance under
section 22 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-16) or pursu-
ant to section 206 of the Flood Control Act of
1960 (33 U.S.C. 709a), the Secretary shall,
upon request, provide such assistance at a
watershed scale.

SEC. 110. CORPS OF ENGINEERS SUPPORT FOR
UNDERSERVED COMMUNITIES; OUT-
REACH.

(a) IN GENERAL.—It is the policy of the
United States for the Corps of Engineers to
strive to understand and accommodate and,
in coordination with non-Federal interests,
seek to address the water resources develop-
ment needs of all communities in the United
States, including Indian Tribes and urban
and rural economically disadvantaged com-
munities (as defined by the Secretary under
section 160 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)).

(b) OUTREACH AND ACCESS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-
velop, support, and implement public aware-
ness, education, and regular outreach and
engagement efforts for potential non-Federal
interests with respect to the water resources
development authorities of the Secretary,
with particular emphasis on—

(A) technical service programs, including
the authorities under—

(i) section 206 of the Flood Control Act of
1960 (33 U.S.C. 709a);

(ii) section 22 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-16);
and

(iii) section 203 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2269); and

(B) continuing authority programs, as such
term is defined in section 7001(c)(1)(D) of the
Water Resources Reform and Development
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d).

(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—In carrying out this
subsection, the Secretary shall—

(A) develop and make publicly available
(including on a publicly available website),
technical assistance materials, guidance,
and other information with respect to the
water resources development authorities of
the Secretary;

(B) establish and make publicly available
(including on a publicly available website),
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an appropriate point of contact at each dis-
trict and division office of the Corps of Engi-
neers for inquiries from potential non-Fed-
eral interests relating to the water resources
development authorities of the Secretary;

(C) conduct regular outreach and engage-
ment, including through hosting seminars
and community information sessions, with
local elected officials, community organiza-
tions, and previous and potential non-Fed-
eral interests, on opportunities to address
local water resources challenges through the
water resources development authorities of
the Secretary;

(D) issue guidance for, and provide tech-
nical assistance through technical service
programs to, non-Federal interests to assist
such interests in pursuing technical services
and developing proposals for water resources
development projects; and

(E) provide, at the request of a non-Federal
interest, assistance with researching and
identifying existing project authorizations
or authorities to address local water re-
sources challenges.

(3) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out this
subsection, the Secretary shall prioritize
awareness, education, and outreach and en-
gagement efforts for urban and rural eco-
nomically disadvantaged communities and
Indian Tribes.

SEC. 111. PROJECT PLANNING ASSISTANCE.

Section 118 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)—

(1) in subsection (b)(2)—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘pub-
lish”’ and inserting ‘‘annually publish’’; and

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘se-
lect” and inserting ‘‘, subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, annually select’’;
and

(2) in subsection (c¢)(2), in the matter pre-

ceding subparagraph (A), by striking
“‘projects’” and inserting ‘‘projects annu-
ally”.

SEC. 112. MANAGED AQUIFER RECHARGE STUDY
AND WORKING GROUP.

(a) STUDY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, in
consultation with applicable non-Federal in-
terests, conduct a study at Federal expense
to determine the feasibility of carrying out
managed aquifer recharge projects to address
drought, water resiliency, and aquifer deple-
tion.

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the
study under this subsection, the Secretary
shall—

(A) assess and identify opportunities to
support non-Federal interests, including
Tribal communities, in carrying out man-
aged aquifer recharge projects;

(B) identify opportunities to carry out
managed aquifer recharge projects in areas
that are experiencing, or have recently expe-
rienced, prolonged drought conditions, aqui-
fer depletion, or water supply scarcity; and

©) assess preliminarily local
hydrogeologic conditions relevant to car-
rying out managed aquifer recharge projects.

(3) COORDINATION.—In carrying out the
study under this subsection, the Secretary
shall coordinate, as appropriate, with the
heads of other Federal agencies, States, re-
gional governmental agencies, units of local
government, experts in managed aquifer re-
charge, and Tribes.

(b) WORKING GROUP.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment, the Secretary
shall establish a managed aquifer recharge
working group within the Corps of Engi-
neers.

(2) COMPOSITION.—In establishing the work-
ing group under paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall ensure that members of the working
group have expertise working with—
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(A) projects providing water supply storage
to meet regional water supply demand, par-
ticularly in regions experiencing drought;

(B) protection of groundwater supply, in-
cluding promoting infiltration and increased
recharge in groundwater basins, and ground-
water quality;

(C) aquifer storage, recharge, and recovery
wells;

(D) dams that provide recharge enhance-
ment benefits;

(E) groundwater hydrology;

(F') conjunctive use water systems; and

(G) agricultural water resources, including
the use of aquifers for irrigation purposes.

(3) DUuTIES.—The working group established
under this subsection shall—

(A) advise and assist in the development
and execution of the feasibility study under
subsection (a);

(B) coordinate Corps of Engineers expertise
on managed aquifer recharge;

(C) share Corps of Engineers-wide commu-
nications on the successes and failures, ques-
tions and answers, and conclusions and rec-
ommendations with respect to managed aq-
uifer recharge projects;

(D) assist Corps of Engineers offices at the
headquarter, division, and district levels
with raising awareness to non-Federal inter-
ests on the potential benefits of carrying out
managed aquifer recharge projects; and

(E) develop the report required to be sub-
mitted under subsection (c).

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2
years after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate a report on managed aq-
uifer recharge that includes—

(1) the results of the study conducted
under subsection (a), including data col-
lected under such study and any rec-
ommendations on managed aquifer recharge
opportunities for mnon-Federal interests,
States, local governments, and Tribes;

(2) a status update on the implementation
of the recommendations included in the re-
port of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers In-
stitute for Water Resources entitled ‘‘Man-
aged Aquifer Recharge and the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers: Water Security through
Resilience”, published in April 2020 (2020—
WP-01); and

(3) an evaluation of the benefits of creating
a new or modifying an existing planning cen-
ter of expertise for managed aquifer re-
charge, and identify potential locations for
such a center of expertise, if feasible.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) MANAGED AQUIFER RECHARGE.—The term
“managed aquifer recharge’” means the in-
tentional banking and treatment of water in
aquifers for storage and future use.

(2) MANAGED AQUIFER RECHARGE PROJECT.—
The term ‘‘managed aquifer recharge
project’” means a project to incorporate
managed aquifer recharge features into a
water resources development project.

SEC. 113. FLOOD EASEMENT DATABASE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall establish and maintain a
database containing an inventory of—

(1) all floodplain and flowage easements
held by the Corps of Engineers; and

(2) other federally held floodplain and flow-
age easements with respect to which other
Federal agencies submit information to the
Secretary.

(b) CONTENTS.—The Secretary shall include
in the database established under subsection
(a)—

(1) with respect to each floodplain and
flowage easement included in the database—
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(A) the location of the land subject to the
easement (including geographic information
system information);

(B) a brief description of such land, includ-
ing the acreage and ecosystem type covered
by the easement;

(C) the Federal agency that holds the ease-
ment;

(D) any conditions of the easement, includ-
ing—

(i) the amount of flooding, timing of flood-
ing, or area of flooding covered by the ease-
ment;

(ii) any conservation requirements; and

(iii) any restoration requirements;

(E) the date on which the easement was ac-
quired; and

(F) whether the easement is permanent or
temporary, and if the easement is tem-
porary, the date on which the easement ex-
pires; and

(2) any other information that the Sec-
retary determines appropriate.

(¢) AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION.—The
Secretary shall make the full database es-
tablished under subsection (a) available to
the public in searchable form, including on
the internet.

(d) OTHER FEDERAL EASEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary shall request information from other
Federal agencies to incorporate other feder-
ally held floodplain and flowage easements
into the database established under sub-
section (a).

SEC. 114. ASSESSMENT OF CORPS OF ENGINEERS
LEVEES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, at
Federal expense, periodically conduct an as-
sessment of levees constructed by the Sec-
retary or for which the Secretary has finan-
cial or operational responsibility, to identify
opportunities for the modification (including
realignment or incorporation of natural and
nature-based features) of levee systems to—

(1) increase the flood risk reduction bene-
fits of such systems;

(2) achieve greater flood resiliency; and

(3) restore hydrological and ecological con-
nections with adjacent floodplains that
achieve greater environmental benefits with-
out undermining the objectives of para-
graphs (1) and (2).

(b) ASSESSMENT.—

(1) CONSIDERATIONS.—In conducting an as-
sessment under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall consider and identify, with respect to
each levee—

(A) an estimate of the number of struc-
tures and population at risk and protected
by the levee that would be adversely im-
pacted if the levee fails or water levels ex-
ceed the height of the levee (which may be
the applicable estimate included in the levee
database established under section 9004 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
2007 (33 U.S.C. 3303), if available);

(B) the number of times the non-Federal
interest has received emergency flood-fight-
ing or repair assistance under section 5 of
the Act of August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n) for
the levee, and the total expenditures on
postflood repairs over the life of the levee;

(C) the functionality of the levee with re-
gard to higher precipitation levels, including
due to changing climatic conditions and ex-
treme weather events; and

(D) the potential costs and benefits (in-
cluding environmental benefits and implica-
tions for levee-protected communities lo-
cated in a Special Flood Hazard Area) from
modifying the applicable levee system to re-
store connections with adjacent floodplains.

(2) PRIORITIZATION.—In conducting an as-
sessment under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall prioritize levees—

(A) associated with an area that has been
subject to flooding in two or more events in
any 10-year period; and
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(B) for which the non-Federal interest has
received emergency flood-fighting or repair
assistance under section 5 of the Act of Au-
gust 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n) with respect to
such flood events.

(3) COORDINATION.—In conducting an as-
sessment under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall coordinate with any non-Federal inter-
est that has financial or operational respon-
sibility for a levee being assessed.

(¢) FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES.—
In conducting an assessment under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall consider in-
formation on floods and flood damages com-
piled under section 206 of the Flood Control
Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C. 709a).

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this section,
and periodically thereafter, the Secretary
shall submit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate a
report on the results of the assessment con-
ducted under subsection (a).

(2) INCLUSION.—The Secretary shall include
in each report submitted under paragraph
1)—

(A) identification of any levee for which
the Secretary has conducted an assessment
under subsection (a);

(B) a description of any opportunities iden-
tified under such subsection for the modi-
fication (including realignment or incorpora-
tion of natural and nature-based features) of
a levee system, including the potential bene-
fits of such modification for the purposes
identified under such subsection; and

(C) a summary of the information consid-
ered and identified under subsection (b)(1).

(e) INCORPORATION OF INFORMATION.—The
Secretary shall include in the levee database
established under section 9004 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C.
3303) the information included in each report
submitted under subsection (d), and make
such information publicly available, includ-
ing on the internet.

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $10,000,000, to remain
available until expended.

SEC. 115. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR LEVEE IN-
SPECTIONS.

In any instance where the Secretary re-
quires, as a condition of eligibility for Fed-
eral assistance under section 5 of the Act of
August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n), that a non-
Federal sponsor of a flood control project un-
dertake an electronic inspection of the por-
tion of such project that is under normal cir-
cumstances submerged, the Secretary shall
provide to the non-Federal sponsor credit or
reimbursement for the cost of carrying out
such inspection against the non-Federal
share of the cost of repair or restoration of
such project carried out under such section.
SEC. 116. ASSESSMENT OF CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DAMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct an assessment of dams constructed by
the Secretary or for which the Secretary has
financial or operational responsibility, to
identify—

(1) any dam that is meeting its authorized
purposes and that may be a priority for reha-
bilitation, environmental performance en-
hancements, or retrofits to add or replace
power generation (at a powered or nonpow-
ered dam), and the recommendations of the
Secretary for addressing each such dam; and

(2) any dam that does not meet its author-
ized purposes, has been abandoned or inad-
equately maintained, or has otherwise
reached the end of its useful life, and the rec-
ommendations of the Secretary for address-
ing each such dam, which may include a rec-
ommendation to remove the dam.



June 7, 2022

(b) NATIONAL DAM INVENTORY AND ASSESS-
MENT.—The Secretary shall include in the in-
ventory of dams required by section 6 of the
National Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C.
467d) any information and recommendations
resulting from the assessment of dams con-
ducted under subsection (a).

(¢c) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of enactment of this section, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report on the results of the assess-
ment of dams conducted under subsection
(a).

SEC. 117. NATIONAL LOW-HEAD DAM INVENTORY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the heads of appropriate Fed-
eral and State agencies, shall—

(1) establish and maintain a database con-
taining an inventory of low-head dams in the
United States that includes—

(A) the location (including global informa-
tion system information), ownership, de-
scription, current use condition, height, and
length of each low-head dam;

(B) any information on public safety condi-
tions, including signage, at each low-head
dam;

(C) public safety information on the dan-
gers of low-head dams; and

(D) any other relevant information con-
cerning low-head dams; and

(2) include in the inventory of dams re-
quired by section 6 of the National Dam
Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 467d) the in-
formation described in paragraph (1).

(b) INCLUSION OF INFORMATION.—In carrying
out this section, the Secretary shall include
in the database information described in sub-
section (a)(1) that is provided to the Sec-
retary by Federal and State agencies pursu-
ant to subsection (a).

(c) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary
shall make the database established under
subsection (a) publicly available, including
on a publicly available website.

(d) Low-HEAD DAM DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘“low-head dam’” means a
manmade structure, built in a river or
stream channel, that is designed and built
such that water flows continuously over all,
or nearly all, of the crest from bank to bank.
SEC. 118. TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM.

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2269) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(ii) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as
subparagraph (D); and

(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (B)
the following:

‘(C) technical assistance to an Indian
tribe, including—

‘(i) assistance for planning to ameliorate
flood hazards, to avoid repetitive flooding
impacts, to anticipate, prepare, and adapt to
changing climatic conditions and extreme
weather events, and to withstand, respond
to, and recover rapidly from disruption due
to flood hazards; and

‘“(ii) the provision of, and integration into
planning of, hydrologic, economic, and envi-
ronmental data and analyses; and’’; and

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking
¢‘$18,500,000”’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘$23,500,000"’;

(2) in subsection (d), by adding at the end
the following:

‘“(6) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Federal
share of the cost of activities described in
subsection (b)(2)(C) shall be 100 percent.”’;
and
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(3) in subsection (e), by striking ‘2024’ and
inserting ‘2026°°.

SEC. 119. TRIBAL LIAISON.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, for
each Corps of Engineers district that con-
tains a Tribal community, the Secretary
shall establish a permanent position of Trib-
al Liaison to—

(1) serve as a direct line of communication
between the Secretary and the applicable
Tribal communities; and

(2) ensure consistency in government-to-
government relations.

(b) DUTIES.—Each Tribal Liaison shall
make recommendations to the Secretary re-
garding, and be responsible for—

(1) removing barriers to access to, and par-
ticipation in, Corps of Engineers programs
for Tribal communities, including by im-
proving implementation of section 103(m) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213(m));

(2) improving outreach to, and engagement
with, Tribal communities about relevant
Corps of Engineers programs and services;

(3) identifying and engaging with Tribal
communities suffering from water resources
challenges;

(4) improving, expanding, and facilitating
government-to-government consultation be-
tween Tribal communities and the Corps of
Engineers;

(5) coordinating and implementing all rel-
evant Tribal consultation policies and asso-
ciated guidelines, including the require-
ments of section 112 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2356);

(6) training and tools to facilitate the abil-
ity of Corps of Engineers staff to effectively
engage with Tribal communities in a cul-
turally competent manner, especially in re-
gards to lands of ancestral, historic, or cul-
tural significance to a Tribal community, in-
cluding burial sites; and

(7) such other issues identified by the Sec-
retary.

(c) UNIFORMITY.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall finalize guidelines for—

(1) the duties of Tribal Liaisons under sub-
section (b); and

(2) required qualifications for Tribal Liai-
sons, including experience and expertise re-
lating to Tribal communities and water re-
source issues, and the ability to carry out
such duties.

(d) FuNDING.—Funding for the position of
Tribal Liaison shall be allocated from the
budget line item provided for the expenses
necessary for the supervision and general ad-
ministration of the civil works program, and
filling the position shall not be dependent on
any increase in this budget line item.

(e) TRIBAL COMMUNITY DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘“‘Tribal community”
means a community of people who are recog-
nized and defined under Federal law as indig-
enous people of the United States.

SEC. 120. TRIBAL ASSISTANCE.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) BONNEVILLE DAM.—The term ‘‘Bonne-
ville Dam’ means the Bonneville Dam, Co-
lumbia River, Oregon, authorized by the first
section of the Act of August 30, 1935 (49 Stat.
1038) and the first section and section 2(a) of
the Act of August 20, 1937 (16 U.S.C. 832,
832(a)).

(2) DALLES DAM.—The term ‘‘Dalles Dam”’
means the Dalles Dam, Columbia River,
Washington and Oregon, authorized by sec-
tion 204 of the Flood Control Act of 1950 (64
Stat. 179).

(3) JOHN DAY DAM.—The term ‘‘John Day
Dam” means the John Day Dam, Columbia
River, Washington and Oregon, authorized
by section 204 of the Flood Control Act of
1950 (64 Stat. 179).
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(4) VILLAGE DEVELOPMENT PLAN.—The term
‘“‘village development plan’ means the vil-
lage development plan required by section
1133(c) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 3782).

(b) CLARIFICATION OF EXISTING AUTHOR-
ITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the heads of relevant Federal
agencies, the Confederated Tribes of the
Warm Springs Reservation of Oregon, the
Confederated Tribes and Bands of the
Yakama Nation, the Nez Perce Tribe, and
the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla In-
dian Reservation, shall revise and carry out
the village development plan for the Dalles
Dam to provide replacement villages for
each Indian village submerged as a result of
the construction of the Bonneville Dam and
the John Day Dam.

(2) EXAMINATION.—Before revising and car-
rying out the village development plan under
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall conduct an
examination and assessment of the extent to
which Indian villages, housing sites, and re-
lated structures were displaced by the con-
struction of the Bonneville Dam and the
John Day Dam.

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—In revising the village
development plan under paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall include, at a minimum—

(A) an evaluation of sites on both sides of
the Columbia River;

(B) an assessment of suitable private,
State, and Federal lands; and

(C) an estimated cost and tentative sched-
ule for the construction of each replacement
village.

(c) PROVISION OF ASSISTANCE ON FEDERAL
LAND.—In carrying out subsection (b)(1), the
Secretary may construct housing or provide
related assistance on land owned by the
United States.

(d) ACQUISITION AND DISPOSAL OF LAND.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out subsection
(b)(1), the Secretary may acquire land or in-
terests in land for the purpose of providing
housing and related assistance.

(2) ADVANCE ACQUISITION.—The Secretary
may acquire land or interests in land under
paragraph (1) before completing all required
documentation and receiving all required
clearances for the construction of housing or
related improvements on the land.

(3) DISPOSAL OF UNSUITABLE LAND.—In the
event the Secretary determines that land or
an interest in land acquired by the Secretary
under paragraph (2) is unsuitable for the pur-
pose for which it was acquired, the Secretary
is authorized to dispose of the land or inter-
est in land by sale and credit the proceeds to
the appropriation, fund, or account used to
purchase the land or interest in land.

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
1178(c) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1675; 132 Stat. 3781) is
repealed.

SEC. 121. COST SHARING PROVISIONS FOR THE
TERRITORIES AND INDIAN TRIBES.

Section 1156(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2310(a)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and” ; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

““(3) for any organization that—

‘“(A) is composed primarily of people who
are—

‘(i) recognized and defined under Federal
law as indigenous people of the United
States; and

“(ii) from a specific community; and

‘“(B) assists in the social, cultural, and
educational development of such people in
that community.”’.
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SEC. 122. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON COVID-19 IM-
PACTS TO COASTAL AND INLAND
NAVIGATION.

It is the sense of Congress that, for fiscal
years 2023 and 2024, the Secretary should, to
the maximum extent practicable, seek to
maintain the eligibility of a donor port, en-
ergy transfer port, or medium-sized donor
port, as defined in section 2106(a) of the
Water Resources Reform and Development
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2238c(a)), that received
funding under section 2106 of such Act in fis-
cal year 2020, but that the Secretary deter-
mines would no longer be eligible for such
funding as a result of a demonstrable impact
on the calculations required by the defini-
tions of a donor port, energy transfer port, or
medium-sized donor port contained in such
section due to a reduction in domestic cargo
shipments related to the COVID-19 pan-
demic.

SEC. 123. ASSESSMENT OF REGIONAL CONFINED
AQUATIC DISPOSAL FACILITIES.

(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary is author-
ized to conduct assessments of the avail-
ability of confined aquatic disposal facilities
for the disposal of contaminated dredged ma-
terial.

(b) INFORMATION AND COMMENT.—In con-
ducting an assessment under this section,
the Secretary shall—

(1) solicit information from stakeholders
on potential projects that may require dis-
posal of contaminated sediments in a con-
fined aquatic disposal facility;

(2) solicit information from the applicable
division of the Corps of Engineers on the
need for confined aquatic disposal facilities;
and

(3) provide an opportunity for public com-
ment.

(c) NORTH ATLANTIC DIVISION REGION AS-
SESSMENT.—In carrying out subsection (a),
the Secretary shall prioritize conducting an
assessment of the availability of confined
aquatic disposal facilities in the North At-
lantic Division region for the disposal of con-
taminated dredged material in such region.

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report on the results of any assess-
ments conducted under this section, includ-
ing any recommendations of the Secretary
for the construction of new confined aquatic
disposal facilities or expanded capacity for
confined aquatic disposal facilities.

(e) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
“North Atlantic Division region’” means the
area located within the boundaries of the
North Atlantic Division of the Corps of Engi-
neers.

SEC. 124. STRATEGIC PLAN ON BENEFICIAL USE
OF DREDGED MATERIAL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a strategic plan that identifies oppor-
tunities and challenges relating to fur-
thering the policy of the United States to
maximize the beneficial use of suitable
dredged material obtained from the con-
struction or operation and maintenance of
water resources development projects, as de-
scribed in section 125(a)(1) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C.
23262).

(b) CONSULTATION.—In developing the stra-
tegic plan under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall—

(1) consult with relevant Federal agencies
involved in the beneficial use of dredged ma-
terial;
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(2) solicit and consider input from State
and local governments and Indian Tribes,
while seeking to ensure a geographic diver-
sity of input from the various Corps of Engi-
neers divisions; and

(3) consider input received from other
stakeholders involved in beneficial use of
dredged material.

(c) INCLUSION.—The Secretary shall include
in the strategic plan developed under sub-
section (a)—

(1) identification of any specific barriers
and conflicts that the Secretary determines
impede the maximization of beneficial use of
dredged material at the Federal, State, and
local level, and any recommendations of the
Secretary to address such barriers and con-
flicts;

(2) identification of specific measures to
improve interagency and Federal, State,
local, and Tribal communications and co-
ordination to improve implementation of
section 125(a) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2326g); and

(3) identification of methods to prioritize
the use of dredged material to benefit water
resources development projects in areas ex-
periencing vulnerabilities to coastal land
loss.
SEC. 125. FUNDING TO REVIEW MITIGATION

BANKING PROPOSALS FROM NON-
FEDERAL PUBLIC ENTITIES.

Section 214 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2352) is amend-
ed—

(1) in the section heading, by inserting
‘‘AND REVIEW PROPOSALS” after ‘‘PERMITS’’;

(2) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (f) and inserting after subsection (d)
the following:

“(e) FUNDING TO REVIEW MITIGATION BANK
PROPOSALS.—

‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the
terms ‘mitigation bank’ and ‘mitigation
bank instrument’ have the meanings given
those terms in section 230.91 of title 40, Code
of Federal Regulations (or any successor reg-
ulation).

‘(2) PROPOSAL REVIEW.—The Secretary,
after public notice, may accept and expend
funds contributed by a non-Federal public
entity to expedite the review of a proposal
for a mitigation bank for which the non-Fed-
eral public entity is the sponsor, without re-
gard to whether the entity plans to sell a
portion of the credits generated by a mitiga-
tion bank instrument of the entity to other
public or private entities, if the entity enters
into an agreement with the Secretary that
requires the entity to use for a public pur-
pose any funds obtained from the sale of
such credits.

“(3) EFFECT ON OTHER ENTITIES.—To the
maximum extent practicable, the Secretary
shall ensure that expediting the review of a
proposal for a mitigation bank through the
use of funds accepted and expended under
this subsection does not adversely affect the
timeline for review (in the Corps of Engi-
neers district in which the mitigation bank
is to be located) of such proposals of other
entities that have not contributed funds
under this subsection.

‘(4) EFFECT ON REVIEW.—In carrying out
this subsection, the Secretary shall ensure
that the use of funds accepted under para-
graph (1) will not impact impartial decision-
making with respect to proposals for mitiga-
tion banks, either substantively or proce-
durally.

¢“(5) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall en-
sure that all final decisions regarding pro-
posals for mitigation banks carried out using
funds authorized under this subsection are
made available to the public in a common
format, including on the internet, and in a
manner that distinguishes final decisions
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under this subsection from other final ac-
tions of the Secretary.

‘“(B) DECISION DOCUMENT.—The Secretary
shall—

‘(i) use a standard decision document for
reviewing all proposals using funds accepted
under this subsection; and

‘(ii) make the standard decision docu-
ment, along with all final decisions regard-
ing proposals for mitigation banks, available
to the public, including on the internet.”’;
and

(3) in paragraph (1) of subsection (f), as so
redesignated—

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ¢‘;
and” and inserting a semicolon; and

(B) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as
subparagraph (D) and inserting after sub-
paragraph (B) the following:

‘(C) a comprehensive list of the proposals
for mitigation banks reviewed and approved
using funds accepted under subsection (e)
during the previous fiscal year, including a
description of any effects of such subsection
on the timelines for review of proposals of
other entities that have not contributed
funds under such subsection; and”’.

SEC. 126. ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency, other Fed-
eral and State agencies, and the applicable
non-Federal interest, shall coordinate efforts
to remove or remediate contaminated sedi-
ments and legacy high-phosphorous sedi-
ments associated with the following water
resources development projects:

(1) The project for ecosystem restoration,
South Fork of the South Branch of the Chi-
cago River, Bubbly Creek, Illinois, author-
ized by section 401(5) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2740).

(2) the project for navigation, Columbia
and Lower Willamette Rivers, Oregon and
Washington, in the vicinity of the Albina
Turning Basin, River Mile 10, and the Post
Office Bar, Portland Harbor, River Mile 2.

(3) The project for aquatic ecosystem res-
toration, Mahoning River, Ohio, being car-
ried out under section 206 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C.
2330).

(4) The project for navigation, South
Branch of the Chicago River, Cook County,
Illinois, in the vicinity of Collateral Chan-
nel.

(5) The project for ecosystem restoration,
Central and Southern Florida Project, Cen-
tral Everglades Restoration Plan, Florida, in
the vicinity of Lake Okeechobee.

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
180 days after the date of enactment of this
section, the Secretary and the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency
shall jointly submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report on efforts to remove or re-
mediate contaminated sediments associated
with the projects identified in subsection (a),
including, if applicable, any specific rec-
ommendations for actions or agreements
necessary to undertake such work.

SEC. 127. RESERVE COMPONENT TRAINING AT
WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT
PROJECTS.

In carrying out military training activities
or otherwise fulfilling military training re-
quirements, units or members of a reserve
component of the Armed Forces may per-
form services and furnish supplies in support
of a water resources development project or
program of the Corps of Engineers without
reimbursement.
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SEC. 128. PAYMENT OF PAY AND ALLOWANCES OF
CERTAIN OFFICERS FROM APPRO-
PRIATION FOR IMPROVEMENTS.

Section 36 of the Act of August 10, 1956 (33
U.S.C. 583a), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“Regular officers of the
Corps of Engineers of the Army, and reserve
officers of the Army who are assigned to the
Corps of Engineers,” and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The personnel described
in subsection (b)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(b) PERSONNEL DESCRIBED.—The personnel
referred to in subsection (a) are the fol-
lowing:

‘(1) Regular officers of the Corps of Engi-
neers of the Army.

‘“(2) The following members of the Army
who are assigned to the Corps of Engineers:

“‘(A) Reserve component officers.

‘(B) Warrant officers (whether regular or
reserve component).

¢“(C) Enlisted members (whether regular or
reserve component).”.

SEC. 129. CIVIL WORKS RESEARCH, DEVELOP-
MENT, TESTING, AND EVALUATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to carry out basic, applied, and ad-
vanced research needs as required to aid in
the planning, design, construction, oper-
ation, and maintenance of water resources
development projects and to support the mis-
sions and authorities of the Corps of Engi-
neers.

(b) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.—In carrying
out subsection (a), the Secretary is author-
ized to test and apply technology, tools,
techniques, and materials developed pursu-
ant to such subsection at authorized water
resources development projects, in consulta-
tion with the non-Federal interests for such
projects.

(¢) OTHER TRANSACTIONAL AUTHORITY.—

(1) AUTHORITY.—In carrying out subsection
(a), and pursuant to the authority under sec-
tion 4022 of title 10, United States Code, the
Secretary is authorized to enter into a trans-
action to carry out prototype projects to
support basic, applied, and advanced re-
search needs that are directly relevant to
the civil works missions and authorities of
the Corps of Engineers.

(2) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 30 days
before the Secretary enters into a trans-
action under paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall notify the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate of—

(A) the dollar amount of the transaction;
and

(B) the entity carrying out the prototype
project that is the subject of the transaction.

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report describing the use of the au-
thority under this subsection.

(4) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-
thority provided under this subsection shall
terminate 5 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

(d) COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION.—In
carrying out this section, the Secretary may
coordinate and consult with Federal agen-
cies, State and local agencies, Indian Tribes,
universities, consortiums, councils, and
other relevant entities that will aid in the
planning, design, construction, operation,
and maintenance of water resources develop-
ment projects.

(e) ESTABLISHMENT OF ACCOUNT.—The Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget, shall
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establish a separate appropriations account

for administering funds made available to

carry out this section.

(f) SENSE OF CONGRESS ON FOCUS AREAS.—
It is the sense of Congress that the Secretary
should prioritize using amounts made avail-
able to carry out this section for the re-
search, development, testing, and evaluation
of technology, tools, techniques, and mate-
rials that will—

(1) advance the use of natural features and
nature-based features, as defined in section
1184(a) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 2289%a(a));

(2) improve the reliability and accuracy of
technologies related to water supply;

(3) improve the management of reservoirs
owned and operated by the Corps of Engi-
neers; and

(4) lead to future cost savings and advance
project delivery timelines.

SEC. 130. SUPPORT OF ARMY CIVIL WORKS PRO-
GRAM.

Notwithstanding section 4141 of title 10,
United States Code, the Secretary may pro-
vide assistance through contracts, coopera-
tive agreements, and grants to—

(1) the University of Missouri to conduct
economic analyses and other academic re-
search to improve water management, en-
hance flood resiliency, and preserve water re-
sources for the State of Missouri, the Lower
Missouri River Basin, and Upper Mississippi
River Basin; and

(2) Oregon State University to conduct a
study on the associated impacts of wildfire
on water resource ecology, water supply,
quality, and distribution in the Willamette
River Basin and to develop a water resource
assessment and management platform for
the Willamette River Basin.

SEC. 131. CONTRACTS WITH INSTITUTIONS OF
HIGHER EDUCATION TO PROVIDE
ASSISTANCE.

Section 206 of the Flood Control Act of 1960
(33 U.S.C. 7092) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

““(e) CAPACITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE.—In
carrying out this section, the Secretary may
work with or contract with an institution of
higher education, as determined appropriate
by the Secretary.”.

SEC. 132. RECORDS REGARDING MEMBERS AND
EMPLOYEES OF THE CORPS OF EN-
GINEERS WHO PERFORM DUTY AT
LAKE OKEECHOBEE, FLORIDA, DUR-
ING A HARMFUL ALGAL BLOOM.

(a) SERVICE RECORDS.—The Secretary shall
indicate in the service record of a member or
employee of the Corps of Engineers who per-
forms covered duty that such member or em-
ployee was exposed to microcystin in the
line of duty.

(b) COVERED DUTY DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘covered duty’” means duty
performed—

(1) during a period when the Florida De-
partment of Environmental Protection has
determined that there is a concentration of
microcystin of greater than 8 parts per bil-
lion in the waters of Lake Okeechobee re-
sulting from a harmful algal bloom in such
lake; and

(2) at or near any of the following struc-
tures:

(A) S-T1.

(B) S-T78.

(C) S-79.

(D) S-80.

(E) S-308.

SEC. 133. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON THE MIS-
SISSIPPI RIVER-GULF OUTLET, LOU-
ISIANA.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) sections 7012(b) and 7013 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2007 (121 Stat.
1280), together with the Emergency Supple-
mental Appropriations Act for Defense, the
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Global War on Terror, and Hurricane Recov-
ery, 2006 (Public Law 109-234), authorize and
direct the Secretary to close and restore the
ecosystem adversely affected by the con-
struction and operation of the Mississippi
River-Gulf Outlet, Louisiana, at full Federal
expense; and

(2) the Secretary should quickly begin con-
struction of such project using existing au-
thorities.

SEC. 134. WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PUBLIC-PRI-
VATE PARTNERSHIP PILOT PRO-
GRAM.

Section 5014 of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C.
2201 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘aquatic’’;
and

(2) in subsection (d)(1), by inserting ‘‘eco-
system restoration,” after ‘‘flood damage re-
duction,”.

SEC. 135. APPLICABILITY.

None of the funds appropriated by title III
of division J of the Infrastructure Invest-
ment and Jobs Act (Public Law 117-58) may
be used to carry out this Act, or any amend-
ments made by this Act.

TITLE II—STUDIES AND REPORTS

SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF PROPOSED FEASI-
BILITY STUDIES.

(a) NEW PROJECTS.—The Secretary is au-
thorized to conduct a feasibility study for
the following projects for water resources de-
velopment and conservation and other pur-
poses, as identified in the reports titled ‘‘Re-
port to Congress on Future Water Resources
Development’” submitted to Congress pursu-
ant to section 7001 of the Water Resources
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (33
U.S.C. 2282d) or otherwise reviewed by Con-
gress:

(1) DUDLEYVILLE,
flood risk management, Dudleyville,
zona.

(2) CONN CREEK DAM, CALIFORNIA.—Project
for flood risk management, Conn Creek Dam,
California.

(3) CITY OF HUNTINGTON BEACH, CALI-
FORNIA.—Project for hurricane and storm
damage risk reduction, including sea level
rise, and shoreline stabilization, City of Hun-
tington Beach, California.

(4) NAPA RIVER, CALIFORNIA.—Project for
navigation, Federal Channel of Napa River,
California.

(6) PETALUMA RIVER WETLANDS, CALI-
FORNIA.—Project for ecosystem restoration,
City of Petaluma, California.

(6) CITY OF RIALTO, CALIFORNIA.—Project
for ecosystem restoration and flood risk
management, City of Rialto and vicinity,
California.

(7) NORTH RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA.—Project
for hurricane and storm damage risk reduc-
tion, including sea level rise, and ecosystem
restoration, North Richmond, California.

(8) STRATFORD, CONNECTICUT.—Project for
hurricane and storm damage risk reduction
and flood risk management, Stratford, Con-
necticut.

(9) WOODBRIDGE, CONNECTICUT.—Project for
flood risk management, Woodbridge, Con-
necticut.

(10) FEDERAL TRIANGLE AREA, WASHINGTON,
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.—Project for flood risk
management, Federal Triangle Area, Wash-
ington, District of Columbia, including con-
struction of improvements to interior drain-
age.

(11) POTOMAC AND ANACOSTIA RIVERS, WASH-
INGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.—Project for
recreational access, including enclosed
swimming areas, Potomac and Anacostia
Rivers, District of Columbia.

ARIZONA.—Project for
Ari-
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(12) WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA,
WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, MARY-
LAND, AND VIRGINIA.—Project for water sup-
ply, including the identification of a sec-
ondary water source and additional water
storage capability for the Washington Metro-
politan Area, Washington, District of Colum-
bia, Maryland, and Virginia.

(13) DUVAL COUNTY, FLORIDA.—Project for
periodic beach nourishment for the project
for hurricane and storm damage risk reduc-
tion, Duval County shoreline, Florida, au-
thorized by the River and Harbor Act of 1965
(79 Stat. 1092; 90 Stat. 2933), for an additional
period of 50 years, Duval County Shoreline,
Florida.

(14) TOWN OF LONGBOAT KEY, FLORIDA.—
Project for whole island hurricane and storm
damage risk reduction, Town of Longboat
Key, Florida.

(15) LAKE RUNNYMEDE, FLORIDA.—Project
for ecosystem restoration, Lake Runnymede,
Florida.

(16) TAMPA BACK BAY, FLORIDA.—Project for
flood risk management and hurricane and
storm damage risk reduction, including the
use of natural features and nature-based fea-
tures for protection and recreation, Tampa
Back Bay, Florida.

(17) PORT TAMPA BAY AND MCKAY BAY, FLOR-
IDA.—Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction, Port Tampa Bay, Florida,
including McKay Bay.

(18) LAKE TOHOPEKALIGA, FLORIDA.—Project
for ecosystem restoration and flood risk
management, Lake Tohopekaliga, Florida.

(19) CITY OF ALBANY, GEORGIA.—Project for
flood risk management, City of Albany,
Georgia.

(20) CITY OF EAST POINT, GEORGIA.—Project
for flood risk management, City of East
Point, Georgia.

(21) FLINT RIVER BASIN HEADWATERS, CLAY-
TON COUNTY, GEORGIA.—Project for flood risk
management and ecosystem restoration,
Flint River Basin Headwaters, Clayton Coun-
ty, Georgia.

(22) TYBEE ISLAND, GEORGIA.—Project for
periodic beach nourishment for the project
for hurricane and storm damage risk reduc-
tion, Tybee Island, Georgia, authorized by
section 201 of the Flood Control Act of 1965
(42 U.S.C. 1962d-5), for an additional period of
50 years, Tybee Island, Georgia.

(23) WAIKIKI, HAWAIL.—Project for eco-
system restoration and hurricane and storm
damage risk reduction, Waikiki, Hawaii.

(24) KENTUCKY RIVER AND NORTH FORK KEN-
TUCKY RIVER, KENTUCKY.—Project for flood
risk management on the Kentucky River and
North Fork Kentucky River near Beattyville
and Jackson, Kentucky.

(25) ASSAWOMPSET POND COMPLEX, MASSA-
CHUSETTS.—Project for ecosystem restora-
tion, flood risk management, and water sup-
ply, Assawompset Pond Complex, Massachu-
setts.

(26) CHARLES RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS.—
Project for flood risk management and eco-
system restoration, Charles River, Massa-
chusetts.

(27) CHELSEA CREEK AND MILL CREEK, MAS-
SACHUSETTS.—Project for flood risk manage-
ment and ecosystem restoration, including
bank stabilization, City of Chelsea, Massa-
chusetts.

(28) CONNECTICUT RIVER STREAMBANK ERO-
SION, MASSACHUSETTS, VERMONT, AND NEW
HAMPSHIRE.—Project for streambank erosion,
Connecticut River, Massachusetts, Vermont,
and New Hampshire.

(29) DEERFIELD RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS.—
Project for flood risk management and eco-
system restoration, Deerfield River, Massa-
chusetts.

(30) TOWN OF NORTH ATTLEBOROUGH, MASSA-
CHUSETTS.—Project for ecosystem restora-
tion and flood risk management between
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Whiting’s and Falls ponds, North
Attleborough, Massachusetts.
(31) TOWN OF HULL, MASSACHUSETTS.—

Project for flood risk management and hurri-
cane and storm damage risk reduction, Hull,
Massachusetts.

(32) CITY OF REVERE, MASSACHUSETTS.—
Project for flood risk management and
marsh ecosystem restoration, City of Revere,
Massachusetts.

(33) LOWER EAST SIDE, DETROIT, MICHIGAN.—
Project for flood risk management, Lower
East Side Detroit, Michigan.

(34) ELIJAH ROOT DAM, MICHIGAN.—Project
for dam removal, by carrying out a disposi-
tion study under section 216 of the Flood
Control Act of 1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a), Elijah
Root Dam, Michigan.

(35) GROSSE POINTE SHORES AND GROSSE
POINTE FARMS, MICHIGAN.—Project for eco-
system restoration and flood risk manage-
ment, Grosse Pointe Shores and Grosse
Pointe Farms, Michigan.

(36) SOUTHEAST MICHIGAN, MICHIGAN.—
Project for flood risk management, Wayne,
Oakland, and Macomb Counties, Michigan.

(37) TITTABAWASSEE RIVER WATERSHED,
MICHIGAN.—Project for flood risk manage-
ment, ecosystem restoration, and related
conservation benefits, Tittabawassee River,
Chippewa River, Pine River, and Tobacco
River, Midland County, Michigan.

(38) SOUTHWEST MISSISSIPPI, MISSISSIPPI.—
Project for ecosystem restoration and flood
risk management, Wilkinson, Adams, War-
ren, Claiborne, Franklin, Amite, and Jeffer-
son Counties, Mississippi.

(39) CAMDEN AND GLOUCESTER COUNTY, NEW
JERSEY.—Project for tidal and riverine flood
risk management, Camden and Gloucester
Counties, New Jersey.

(40) EDGEWATER, NEW JERSEY.—Project for
flood risk management, Edgewater, New Jer-
sey.

(41) MAURICE RIVER, NEW JERSEY.—Project
for navigation and for beneficial use of
dredged materials for hurricane and storm
damage risk reduction and ecosystem res-
toration, Maurice River, New Jersey.

(42) NORTHERN NEW JERSEY INLAND FLOOD-
ING, NEW JERSEY.—Project for inland flood
risk management in Hudson, Essex, Union,
Bergen, Hunterdon, Morris, Somerset, War-
ren, Passaic, and Sussex Counties, New Jer-
sey.

(43) RISER DITCH, NEW JERSEY.—Project for
flood risk management, including channel
improvements, and other related water re-
source needs related to Riser Ditch in the
communities of South Hackensack,
Hasbrouck Heights, Little Ferry, Teterboro,
and Moonachie, New Jersey.

(44) ROCKAWAY RIVER, NEW JERSEY.—Project
for flood risk management and ecosystem
restoration, including bank stabilization,
Rockaway River, New Jersey.

(45) TENAKILL BROOK, NEW JERSEY.—Project
for flood risk management, Tenakill Brook,
New Jersey.

(46) VERONA, CEDAR GROVE, AND WEST
CALDWELL, NEW JERSEY.—Project for flood
risk management along the Peckman River
Basin in the townships of Verona (and sur-
rounding area), Cedar Grove, and West
Caldwell, New Jersey.

(47) WHIPPANY RIVER WATERSHED, NEW JER-
SEY.—Project for flood risk management,
Morris County, New Jersey.

(48) LAKE FARMINGTON DAM, NEW MEXICO.—
Project for water supply, Lake Farmington
Dam, New Mexico.

(49) MCCLURE DAM, NEW MEXICO.—Project
for dam safety improvements and flood risk
management, McClure Dam, City of Santa
Fe, New Mexico.

(50) BROOKLYN NAVY YARD, NEW YORK.—
Project for flood risk management and hurri-
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cane and storm damage risk reduction,
Brooklyn Navy Yard, New York.

(51) UPPER EAST RIVER AND FLUSHING BAY,
NEW YORK.—Project for ecosystem restora-
tion, Upper East River and Flushing Bay,
New York.

(52) HUTCHINSON RIVER, NEW YORK.—Project
for flood risk management and ecosystem
restoration, Hutchinson River, New York.

(63) MOHAWK RIVER BASIN, NEW YORK.—
Project for flood risk management, naviga-
tion, and environmental restoration, Mo-
hawk River Basin, New York.

(54) NEWTOWN CREEK, NEW YORK.—Project
for ecosystem restoration, Newtown Creek,
New York.

(65) SAW MILL RIVER, NEW YORK.—Project
for flood risk management and ecosystem
restoration to address areas in the City of
Yonkers and the Village of Hastings-on-Hud-
son within the 100-year flood zone, Saw Mill
River, New York.

(56) MINERAL RIDGE DAM, OHIO.—Project for
dam safety improvements and rehabilita-
tion, Mineral Ridge Dam, Ohio.

(57) BRODHEAD CREEK WATERSHED, PENNSYL-
VANIA.—Project for ecosystem restoration
and flood risk management, Brodhead Creek
Watershed, Pennsylvania.

(568) CHARTIERS CREEK WATERSHED, PENNSYL-
VANIA.—Project for flood risk management,
Chartiers Creek Watershed, Pennsylvania.

(59) COPLAY CREEK, PENNSYLVANIA.—Project
for flood risk management, Coplay Creek,
Pennsylvania.

(60) BERKELEY COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA.—
Project for ecosystem restoration and flood
risk management, Berkeley County, South
Carolina.

(61) BIG SIOUX RIVER, SOUTH DAKOTA.—
Project for flood risk management, City of
Watertown and vicinity, South Dakota.

(62) TENNESSEE-TOMBIGBEE RIVER BASINS,
TENNESSEE.—Project to deter, impede, or re-
strict the dispersal of aquatic nuisance spe-
cies in the Tennessee-Tombigbee River Ba-
sins, Tennessee.

(63) EL PASO COUNTY, TEXAS.—Project for
flood risk management for economically dis-
advantaged communities, as defined by the
Secretary pursuant to section 160 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2020 (33
U.S.C. 2201 note), along the United States-
Mexico border, El1 Paso County, Texas.

(64) GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY-CHAN-
NEL TO PALACIOS, TEXAS.—Project for naviga-
tion, Gulf Intracoastal Waterway-Channel to
Palacios, Texas.

(65) SIKES LAKE, TEXAS.—Project for eco-
system restoration and flood risk manage-
ment, Sikes Lake, Texas.

(66) SOUTHWEST BORDER REGION, TEXAS.—
Project for flood risk management for eco-
nomically disadvantaged communities, as
defined by the Secretary pursuant to section
160 of the Water Resources Development Act
of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note), along the United
States-Mexico border in Webb, Zapata, and
Starr Counties, Texas.

(67) LOWER CLEAR CREEK AND DICKINSON
BAYOU, TEXAS.—Project for flood risk man-
agement, Lower Clear Creek and Dickinson
Bayou, Texas.

(68) CEDAR ISLAND, VIRGINIA.—Project for
ecosystem restoration, hurricane and storm

damage risk reduction, and navigation,
Cedar Island, Virginia.
(69) BALLINGER CREEK, WASHINGTON.—

Project for ecosystem restoration, City of
Shoreline, Washington.

(70) CITY OF NORTH BEND, WASHINGTON.—
Project for water supply, City of North Bend,
Washington.

(71) TANEUM CREEK, WASHINGTON.—Project
for ecosystem restoration, Taneum Creek,
Washington.
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(72) CITY OF HUNTINGTON, WEST VIRGINIA.—
Project for flood risk management, Hun-
tington, West Virginia.

(b) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS.—The Sec-
retary is authorized to conduct a feasibility
study for the following project modifica-
tions:

(1) SHINGLE CREEK AND KISSIMMEE RIVER,
FLORIDA.—Modifications to the project for
ecosystem restoration and water storage,
Shingle Creek and Kissimmee River, Florida,
authorized by section 201(a)(5) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2020 (134 Stat.
2670), for flood risk management.

(2) JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, FLORIDA.—Modi-
fications to the project for navigation, Jack-
sonville Harbor, Florida, authorized by sec-
tion 7002 of the Water Resources Reform and
Development Act of 2014 (128 Stat. 1364), for
outer channel improvements.

(3) SAVANNAH HARBOR, GEORGIA.—Modifica-
tions to the project for navigation, Savannah
Harbor Expansion Project, Georgia, author-
ized by section 7002(1) of the Water Resources
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (128
Stat. 1364; 132 Stat. 3839), without evaluation
of additional deepening.

(4) CEDAR RIVER, CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA.—
Modifications to the project for flood risk
management, Cedar River, Cedar Rapids,
Iowa, authorized by section 7002(2) of the
Water Resources Reform and Development
Act of 2014 (128 Stat. 1366), consistent with
the City of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, Cedar River
Flood Control System Master Plan.

(5) YABUCOA HARBOR, PUERTO RICO.—Modi-
fication to the project for mnavigation,
Yabucoa Harbor, Puerto Rico, authorized by
section 3 of the Act of August 30, 1935 (chap-
ter 831, 49 Stat. 1048), for assumption of oper-
ations and maintenance.

(6) SALEM RIVER, SALEM COUNTY, NEW JER-
SEY.—Modifications to the project for navi-
gation, Salem River, Salem County, New
Jersey, authorized by section 1 of the Act of
March 2, 1907 (chapter 2509, 34 Stat. 1080), to
increase the authorized depth.

(7) EVERETT HARBOR AND SNOHOMISH RIVER,
WASHINGTON.—Modifications to the project
for navigation, Everett Harbor and Snoho-
mish River, Washington, authorized by sec-
tion 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 1968
(82 Stat. 732), for the Boat Launch Connector
Channel.

(8) HIRAM M. CHITTENDEN LOCKS, LAKE WASH-
INGTON SHIP CANAL, WASHINGTON.—Modifica-
tions to the Hiram M. Chittenden Locks
(also known as Ballard Locks), Lake Wash-
ington Ship Canal, Washington, authorized
by the Act of June 25, 1910 (chapter 382, 36
Stat. 666), for the construction of fish ladder
improvements, including efforts to address
elevated temperature and low dissolved oxy-
gen levels in the Canal.

(9) PORT TOWNSEND, WASHINGTON.—Modi-
fications to the project for navigation, Port
Townsend, Washington, authorized by sec-
tion 110 of the Rivers and Harbor Act of 1950
(64 Stat. 169), for the Boat Haven Marina
Breakwater.

SEC. 202. EXPEDITED COMPLETION.

(a) FEASIBILITY STUDIES.—The Secretary
shall expedite the completion of a feasibility
study for each of the following projects, and
if the Secretary determines that the project
is justified in a completed report, may pro-
ceed directly to preconstruction planning,
engineering, and design of the project:

(1) Project for navigation, Branford Harbor
and Stony Creek Channel, Connecticut.

(2) Project for navigation, Guilford Harbor
and Sluice Channel, Connecticut.

(3) Project for ecosystem restoration,
Western Everglades, Florida.

(4) Project for hurricane and storm damage
risk reduction, Miami, Dade County, Florida.

(5) Project for ecosystem restoration,
recreation, and other purposes, Illinois
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River, Chicago River, Calumet River, Grand
Calumet River, Little Calumet River, and
other waterways in the vicinity of Chicago,
Illinois, authorized by section 201(a)(7) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2020
(134 Stat. 2670).

(6) Project for hurricane and storm damage
risk reduction, Chicago Shoreline, Illinois,
authorized by section 101(a)(12) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1996 (110 Stat.
3664; 128 Stat. 1372).

(7) Project for hurricane and storm damage
risk reduction, South Central Coastal Lou-
isiana, Louisiana.

(8) Modifications to the project for naviga-
tion, Baltimore Harbor and Channels-Seagirt
Loop Deepening, Maryland, including to a
depth of 50 feet.

(9) Project for New York and New Jersey
Harbor Channel Deepening Improvements,
New York and New Jersey.

(10) Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction, South Shore of Staten Is-
land, New York.

(11) Project for flood risk management, Rio
Grande de Loiza, Puerto Rico.

(12) Project for flood risk management, Rio
Guanajibo, Puerto Rico.

(13) Project for flood risk management, Rio
Nigua, Salinas, Puerto Rico.

(14) Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction, Charleston Peninsula,
South Carolina.

(b) POST-AUTHORIZATION CHANGE RE-
PORTS.—The Secretary shall expedite com-
pletion of a post-authorization change report
for the following projects:

(1) Project for ecosystem restoration, Tres
Rios, Arizona, authorized by section 101(b)(4)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
2000 (114 Stat. 2577).

(2) Project for ecosystem restoration, Cen-
tral and Southern Florida, Indian River La-
goon, Florida, authorized by section 1001(14)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
2007 (121 Stat. 1051).

(¢) GREAT LAKES COASTAL RESILIENCY
STUDY.—The Secretary shall expedite the
completion of the comprehensive assessment
of water resources needs for the Great Lakes
System under section 729 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2267a), as required by section 1219 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2018
(132 Stat. 3811; 134 Stat. 2683).

(d) MAINTENANCE OF NAVIGATION CHAN-
NELS.—The Secretary shall expedite the com-
pletion of a determination of the feasibility
of improvements proposed by a non-Federal
interest under section 204(f)(1)(A)(i) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33
U.S.C. 2232(f)(1)(A)(1)), for the following:

(1) Deepening and widening of the naviga-
tion project for Coos Bay, Oregon, authorized
by the Act of March 3, 1879 (chapter 181, 20
Stat. 370).

(2) Improvements to segment 1B of the
navigation project for Houston Ship Channel
Expansion Channel Improvement Project,
Harris, Chambers, and Galveston Counties,
Texas, authorized by section 401(1)(7) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2020
(134 Stat. 2734).

SEC. 203. EXPEDITED MODIFICATIONS OF EXIST-
ING FEASIBILITY STUDIES.

The Secretary shall expedite the comple-
tion of the following feasibility studies, as
modified by this section, and if the Secretary
determines that a project that is the subject
of the feasibility study is justified in the
completed report, may proceed directly to
preconstruction planning, engineering, and
design of the project:

(1) MARE ISLAND STRAIT, CALIFORNIA.—The
study for navigation, Mare Island Strait
channel, authorized by section 406 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1999
(113 Stat. 323), is modified to authorize the
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Secretary to consider the economic and na-
tional security benefits from recent pro-
posals for utilization of the channel for De-
partment of Defense shipbuilding and vessel
repair.

(2) LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN AND VICINITY, LOU-
ISIANA.—The study for flood risk manage-
ment and hurricane and storm damage risk
reduction, Lake Pontchartrain and Vicinity,
Louisiana, authorized by section 204 of the
Flood Control Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 1077), is
modified to authorize the Secretary to inves-
tigate increasing the scope of the project to
provide protection against a 200-year storm
event.

(3) BLACKSTONE RIVER VALLEY, RHODE IS-
LAND AND MASSACHUSETTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The study for ecosystem
restoration, Blackstone River Valley, Rhode
Island and Massachusetts, authorized by sec-
tion 569 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3788), is modified to au-
thorize the Secretary to conduct a study for
water supply, water flow, and wetland res-
toration and protection within the scope of
the study.

(B) INCORPORATION OF EXISTING DATA.—In
carrying out the study described in subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary shall use, to the ex-
tent practicable, any existing data for the
project prepared under the authority of sec-
tion 206 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2330).

(4) LOWER SADDLE RIVER, NEW JERSEY.—The
study for flood control, Lower Saddle River,
New Jersey, authorized by section 401(a) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (100 Stat. 4119), is modified to authorize
the Secretary to review the previously au-
thorized study and take into consideration
changes in hydraulic and hydrologic cir-
cumstances and local economic development
since the study was initially authorized.

SEC. 204. CORPS OF ENGINEERS RESERVOIR
SEDIMENTATION ASSESSMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, at Federal
expense, shall conduct an assessment of sedi-
ment in reservoirs owned and operated by
the Secretary.

(b) CONTENTS.—For each reservoir for
which the Secretary carries out an assess-
ment under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall include in the assessment—

(1) an estimation of the volume of sedi-
ment in the reservoir;

(2) an evaluation of the effects of such sedi-
ment on reservoir storage capacity, includ-
ing a quantification of lost reservoir storage
capacity due to the sediment and an evalua-
tion of how such lost reservoir storage ca-
pacity affects the allocated storage space for
authorized purposes within the reservoir (in-
cluding, where applicable, allocations for
dead storage, inactive storage, active con-
servation, joint use, and flood surcharge);

(3) the identification of any additional ef-
fects of sediment on the operations of the
reservoir or the ability of the reservoir to
meet its authorized purposes;

(4) the identification of any potential ef-
fects of the sediment over the 10-year period
beginning on the date of enactment of this
Act on the areas immediately upstream and
downstream of the reservoir;

(5) the identification of any existing sedi-
ment monitoring and management plans as-
sociated with the reservoir;

(6) for any reservoir that does not have a
sediment monitoring and management
plan—

(A) an identification of whether a sediment
management plan for the reservoir is under
development; or

(B) an assessment of whether a sediment
management plan for the reservoir would be
useful in the long-term operation and main-
tenance of the reservoir for its authorized
purposes; and
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(7) any opportunities for beneficial use of
the sediment in the vicinity of the reservoir.
() REPORT TO CONGRESS; PUBLIC AVAIL-
ABILITY.—Not later than 2 years after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall submit to Congress, and make publicly
available (including on a publicly available
website), a report describing the results of
the assessment carried out under subsection
(a).
(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $10,000,000, to remain
available until expended.
SEC. 205. ASSESSMENT OF IMPACTS FROM
CHANGING OPERATION AND MAIN-
TENANCE RESPONSIBILITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out an assessment of the consequences of
amending section 101(b) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2211(b)) to authorize the operation and main-
tenance of navigation projects for a harbor
or inland harbor constructed by the Sec-
retary at 100-percent Federal cost to a depth
of 55 feet.

(b) CONTENTS.—In carrying out the assess-
ment under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall—

(1) describe all existing Federal navigation
projects that are authorized or constructed
to a depth of 55 feet or greater;

(2) describe any Federal navigation project
that is likely to seek authorization or modi-
fication to a depth of 55 feet or greater dur-
ing the 10-year period beginning on the date
of enactment of this section;

(3) estimate—

(A) the potential annual increase in Fed-
eral costs that would result from authorizing
operation and maintenance of a navigation
project to a depth of 55 feet at Federal ex-
pense; and

(B) the potential cumulative increase in
such Federal costs during the 10-year period
beginning on the date of enactment of this
section; and

(4) assess the potential effect of author-
izing operation and maintenance of a naviga-
tion project to a depth of 55 feet at Federal
expense on other Federal navigation oper-
ation and maintenance activities, including
the potential impact on activities at donor
ports, energy transfer ports, emerging har-
bor projects, and projects carried out in the
Great Lakes Navigation System, as such
terms are defined in section 102(a)(2) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2020 (33
U.S.C. 2238 note).

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate, and make publicly available (includ-
ing on a publicly available website), a report
describing the results of the assessment car-
ried out under subsection (a).

SEC. 206. REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS ON
DREDGE CAPACITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate, and make publicly available (includ-
ing on a publicly available website), a report
that includes—

(1) a quantification of the expected hopper
and pipeline dredging needs of authorized
water resources development projects for the
10 years after the date of enactment of this
Act, including—

(A) the dredging needs to—

(i) construct deepenings or widenings at
authorized but not constructed projects and
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the associated operations and maintenance
needs of such projects; and

(ii) operate and maintain existing Federal
navigation channels;

(B) the amount of dredging to be carried
out by the Corps of Engineers for other Fed-
eral agencies;

(C) the dredging needs associated with au-
thorized hurricane and storm damage risk
reduction projects (including periodic re-
nourishment); and

(D) the dredging needs associated with
projects for the beneficial use of dredged ma-
terial authorized by section 1122 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C.
2326 note);

(2) an identification of the Federal appro-
priations for dredging projects and expendi-
tures from the Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund for fiscal year 2015 and each fiscal year
thereafter;

(3) an identification of the dredging capac-
ity of the domestic hopper and pipeline
dredge fleet, including publicly owned and
privately owned vessels, in each of the 10
years preceding the date of enactment of this
Act;

(4) an analysis of the ability of the domes-
tic hopper and pipeline dredge fleet to meet
the expected dredging needs identified under
paragraph (1), including an analysis of such
ability in each of the following regions—

(A) the east coast region;

(B) the west coast region, including the
States of Alaska and Hawaii;

(C) the gulf coast region; and

(D) the Great Lakes region;

(5) an identification of the dredging capac-
ity of domestic hopper and pipeline dredge
vessels that are under contract for construc-
tion and intended to be used at water re-
sources development projects;

(6) an identification of any hopper or pipe-
line dredge vessel expected to be retired or
become unavailable during the 10-year period
beginning on the date of enactment of this
section;

(7) an identification of the potential costs
of using either public or private dredging to
carry out authorized water resources devel-
opment projects; and

(8) any recommendations of the Secretary
for adding additional domestic hopper and
pipeline dredging capacity, including adding
public and private dredging vessels to the do-
mestic hopper and pipeline dredge fleet to ef-
ficiently service water resources develop-
ment projects.

(b) OPPORTUNITY FOR PARTICIPATION.—In
carrying out subsection (a), the Secretary
shall provide interested stakeholders, includ-
ing representatives from the commercial
dredging industry, with an opportunity to
submit comments to the Secretary.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the Corps of Engineers should
add additional dredging capacity if the addi-
tion of such capacity would—

(1) enable the Corps of Engineers to carry
out water resources development projects in
an efficient and cost-effective manner; and

(2) be in the best interests of the United
States.

SEC. 207. MAINTENANCE DREDGING DATA.

Section 1133(b)(3) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 2326f(b)(3))
is amended by inserting ¢, including a sepa-
rate line item for all Federal costs associ-
ated with the disposal of dredged material”
before the semicolon.

SEC. 208. REPORT TO CONGRESS ON ECONOMIC
VALUATION OF PRESERVATION OF
OPEN SPACE, RECREATIONAL
AREAS, AND HABITAT ASSOCIATED
WITH PROJECT LANDS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a review of the existing statutory, regu-
latory, and policy requirements related to
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the determination of the economic value of
lands that—

(1) may be provided by the non-Federal in-
terest, as necessary, for the construction of
a project for flood risk reduction or hurri-
cane and storm risk reduction in accordance
with section 103(i) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213(i));

(2) are being maintained for open space,
recreational areas, or preservation of fish
and wildlife habitat; and

(3) will continue to be so maintained as
part of the project.

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall issue to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate a report containing the
results of the review conducted under sub-
section (a), including—

(1) a summary of the existing statutory,
regulatory, and policy requirements de-
scribed in such subsection;

(2) a description of the requirements and
process the Secretary uses to place an eco-
nomic value on the lands described in such
subsection;

(3) an assessment of whether such require-
ments and process affect the ability of a non-
Federal interest to provide such lands for the
construction of a project described in such
subsection;

(4) an assessment of whether such require-
ments and process directly or indirectly en-
courage the selection of developed lands for
the construction of a project, or have the po-
tential to affect the total cost of a project;
and

(5) the identification of alternative meas-
ures for determining the economic value of
such lands that could provide incentives for
the preservation of open space, recreational
areas, and habitat in association with the
construction of a project.

SEC. 209. OUACHITA RIVER WATERSHED, ARKAN-
SAS AND LOUISIANA.

The Secretary shall conduct a review of
projects in the Ouachita River watershed,
Arkansas and Louisiana, under section 216 of
the Flood Control Act of 1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a).
SEC. 210. REPORT ON SANTA BARBARA STREAMS,

LOWER MISSION CREEK, CALI-
FORNIA.

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this section, the Secretary shall
submit to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate, and
make publicly available (including on a pub-
licly available website), a report that pro-
vides an updated economic review of the re-
maining portions of the project for flood
damage reduction, Santa Barbara streams,
Lower Mission Creek, California, authorized
by section 101(b) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2577), taking
into consideration work already completed
by the non-Federal interest.

SEC. 211. DISPOSITION STUDY ON SALINAS DAM
AND RESERVOIR, CALIFORNIA.

In carrying out the disposition study for
the project for Salinas Dam (Santa Mar-
garita Lake), California, pursuant to section
202(d) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2675), the Secretary
shall—

(1) ensure that the County of San Luis
Obispo is provided right of first refusal for
any potential conveyance of the project; and

(2) ensure that the study addresses any po-
tential repairs or modifications to the
project necessary to meet Federal and State
dam safety requirements prior to transfer-
ring the project.
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SEC. 212. EXCESS LANDS REPORT FOR WHITTIER
NARROWS DAM, CALIFORNIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report that identifies any real prop-
erty associated with the Whittier Narrows
Dam element of the Los Angeles County
Drainage Area project that the Secretary de-
termines—

(1) is not needed to carry out the author-
ized purposes of the Whittier Narrows Dam
element of such project; and

(2) could be transferred to the City of Pico
Rivera, California, for the replacement of
recreational facilities located in such city
that were adversely impacted by dam safety
construction activities associated with the
Whittier Narrows Dam element of such
project.

(b) LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA
PROJECT DEFINED.—In this section, the term
“Los Angeles County Drainage Area project”
means the project for flood control, Los An-
geles County Drainage Area, California, au-
thorized by section 101(b) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1990 (104 Stat.
4611; 130 Stat. 1690).

SEC. 213. COLEBROOK RIVER RESERVOIR, CON-
NECTICUT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a re-
port that summarizes the benefits, costs, and
other effects of terminating the contract de-
scribed in subsection (b) between the United
States and the Metropolitan District, Hart-
ford, Connecticut, relating to reservoir water
storage space, including—

(1) a description of entities that currently
use (or have expressed an interest in using)
the water provided pursuant to the contract;

(2) an accounting of the current annual
costs, including annual operations and main-
tenance costs, owed by the Metropolitan Dis-
trict to use the water provided pursuant to
the contract;

(3) an accounting of any unrecovered cap-
ital or operation and maintenance costs in-
curred by the Federal Government in con-
structing or maintaining the reservoir to ac-
commodate water supply storage as an au-
thorized purpose of the reservoir;

(4) an accounting of any potential transfer
or increase in costs to the Federal Govern-
ment, to the Metropolitan District, or to any
water users that could result from the termi-
nation of the contract; and

(6) any additional information that the
Secretary determines appropriate for consid-
eration of termination of the contract.

(b) CONTRACT.—The contract referred to in
subsection (a) is the contract between the
United States and the Metropolitan District,
Hartford, Connecticut, for the use of water
supply storage space in the Colebrook River
Reservoir, entered into on February 11, 1965,
and modified on October 28, 1975, and titled
Contract DA-19-016-CIVENG-65-203.

SEC. 214. COMPREHENSIVE CENTRAL AND
SOUTHERN FLORIDA STUDY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to carry out a feasibility study for resil-
iency and comprehensive improvements or
modifications to existing water resources de-
velopment projects in the central and south-
ern Florida area, for the purposes of flood
risk management, water supply, ecosystem
restoration (including preventing saltwater
intrusion), recreation, and related purposes.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the
feasibility study under subsection (a), the
Secretary—

(1) is authorized to—

(A) review the report of the Chief of Engi-
neers on central and southern Florida, pub-
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lished as House Document 643, 80th Congress,
2d Session, and other related reports of the
Secretary; and

(B) recommend cost-effective structural
and nonstructural projects for implementa-
tion that provide a systemwide approach for
the purposes described in subsection (a); and

(2) shall ensure the study and any projects
recommended under paragraph (2) will not
interfere with the efforts undertaken to
carry out the Comprehensive Everglades
Restoration Plan pursuant to section 601 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
2000 (114 Stat. 2680; 132 Stat. 3786).

SEC. 215. STUDY ON SHELLFISH HABITAT AND
SEAGRASS, FLORIDA CENTRAL GULF
COAST.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 24 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall carry out a study, and sub-
mit to the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Environment
and Public Works of the Senate a report, on
projects and activities carried out through
the Engineer Research and Development
Center to restore shellfish habitat and
seagrass in coastal estuaries in the Florida
Central Gulf Coast.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In conducting the
study under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall—

(1) consult with independent expert sci-
entists and other regional stakeholders with
relevant expertise and experience; and

(2) coordinate with Federal, State, and
local agencies providing oversight for both
short- and long-term monitoring of the
projects and activities described in sub-
section (a).

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $2,000,000, to remain
available until expended.

SEC. 216. NORTHERN ESTUARIES ECOSYSTEM
RESTORATION, FLORIDA.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA
PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Central and Southern
Florida Project’” has the meaning given that
term in section 601 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2000.

(2) NORTHERN ESTUARIES.—The term
“northern estuaries” means the
Caloosahatchee Estuary, Charlotte Harbor,
Indian River Lagoon, Lake Worth Lagoon,
and St. Lucie River Estuary.

(3) SOUTH FLORIDA ECOSYSTEM.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘South Florida
ecosystem” means the area consisting of the
land and water within the boundary of the
South Florida Water Management District in
effect on July 1, 1999.

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘South Florida
ecosystem’ includes—

(i) the Everglades;

(ii) the Florida Keys;

(iii) the contiguous near-shore coastal
water of South Florida; and

(iv) Florida’s Coral Reef.

(4) STUDY AREA.—The term ‘‘study area’”
means all lands and waters within—

(A) the northern estuaries;

(B) the South Florida ecosystem; and

(C) the study area boundaries of the Indian
River Lagoon National Estuary Program and
the Coastal and Heartland Estuary Partner-
ship, authorized pursuant to section 320 of
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act.

(b) PROPOSED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.—

(1) DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary shall de-
velop, in cooperation with the non-Federal
sponsors of the Central and Southern Florida
project and any relevant Federal, State, and
Tribal agencies, a proposed comprehensive
plan for the purpose of restoring, preserving,
and protecting the northern estuaries.

(2) INCLUSIONS.—In carrying out paragraph
(1), the Secretary shall develop a proposed
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comprehensive plan that provides for eco-

system restoration within the northern estu-

aries, including the elimination of harmful
discharges from Lake Okeechobee.

(3) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 3 years
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to Congress for ap-
proval—

(A) the proposed comprehensive plan devel-
oped under this subsection; and

(B) recommendations for future feasibility
studies within the study area for the eco-
system restoration of the northern estuaries.

(4) INTERIM REPORTS.—Not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of this Act,
and annually thereafter until the submission
of the proposed comprehensive plan under
paragraph (3), the Secretary shall submit to
Congress an interim report on the develop-
ment of the proposed comprehensive plan.

() ADDITIONAL STUDIES AND ANALYSES.—
Notwithstanding the submission of the pro-
posed comprehensive plan under paragraph
(3), the Secretary shall continue to conduct
such studies and analyses after the date of
such submission as are necessary for the pur-
pose of restoring, preserving, and protecting
the northern estuaries.

(c) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this section
shall be construed to require the alteration
or amendment of the schedule for comple-
tion of the Comprehensive Everglades Res-
toration Plan.

SEC. 217. REPORT ON SOUTH FLORIDA ECO-
SYSTEM RESTORATION PLAN IMPLE-
MENTATION.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report that provides an update on—

(1) Comprehensive Everglades Restoration
Plan projects, as authorized by or pursuant
to section 601 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2680; 121 U.S.C.
1269; 132 U.S.C. 3786);

(2) the review of the Lake Okeechobee Reg-
ulation Schedule pursuant to section 1106 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
2018 (132 Stat. 3773) and section 210 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2020
(134 U.S.C. 2682); and

(3) any additional water resources develop-
ment projects and studies included in the
South Florida Ecosystem Restoration Plan
Integrated Delivery Schedule prepared in ac-
cordance with part 385 of title 33, Code of
Federal Regulations.

(b) CONTENTS.—The Secretary shall include
in the report submitted under subsection (a)
the status of each authorized water re-
sources development project or study de-
scribed in such subsection, including—

(1) an estimated implementation or com-
pletion date of the project or study; and

(2) the estimated costs to complete imple-
mentation or construction, as applicable, of
the project or study.

SEC. 218. REVIEW OF RECREATIONAL HAZARDS
AT BUFORD DAM, LAKE SIDNEY LA-
NIER, GEORGIA.

The Secretary shall—

(1) carry out a review of potential threats
to human life and safety from use of des-
ignated recreational areas at the Buford
Dam, Lake Sidney Lanier, Georgia, author-
ized by section 1 of the Act of July 24, 1946
(chapter 595, 60 Stat. 635); and

(2) install such technologies and other
measures, including sirens, strobe lights, and
signage, that the Secretary, based on the re-
view carried out under paragraph (1), deter-
mines necessary for alerting the public of
hazardous water conditions or to otherwise
minimize or eliminate any identified threats
to human life and safety.
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SEC. 219. REVIEW OF RECREATIONAL HAZARDS
AT THE BANKS OF THE MISSISSIPPI
RIVER, LOUISIANA.

The Secretary shall—

(1) carry out a review of potential threats
to human life and safety from use of des-
ignated recreational areas at the banks of
the Mississippi River, Louisiana; and

(2) install such technologies and other
measures, including sirens, strobe lights, and
signage at such recreational areas that the
Secretary, based on the review carried out
under paragraph (1), determines necessary
for alerting the public of hazardous water
conditions or to otherwise minimize or
eliminate any identified threats to human
life and safety.

SEC. 220. HYDRAULIC EVALUATION OF UPPER
MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND ILLINOIS
RIVER.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary, in coordination
with the Administrator of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency, shall, at Federal
expense, periodically carry out a study to—

(1) evaluate the flow frequency prob-
abilities of the Upper Mississippi River and
the Illinois River; and

(2) develop updated water surface profiles
for such rivers.

(b) AREA OF EVALUATION.—In carrying out
subsection (a), the Secretary shall conduct
analysis along the mainstem of the Mis-
sissippi River from upstream of the Min-
nesota River confluence near Anoka, Min-
nesota, to just upstream of the Ohio River
confluence near Cairo, Illinois, and along the
Illinois River from Dresden Island Lock and
Dam to the confluence with the Mississippi
River, near Grafton, Illinois.

(c) REPORTS.—Not later than 5 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, and not
less frequently than every 20 years there-
after, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate a report containing the
results of a study carried out under sub-
section (a).

(d) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—Any information
developed under subsection (a) shall be made
publicly available, including on a publicly
available website.

SEC. 221. DISPOSITION STUDY ON HYDROPOWER
IN THE WILLAMETTE VALLEY, OR-
EGON.

(a) DISPOSITION STUDY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out a disposition study to determine the
Federal interest in, and identify the effects
of, deauthorizing hydropower as an author-
ized purpose, in whole or in part, of the Wil-
lamette Valley hydropower project.

(2) CONTENTS.—In carrying out the disposi-
tion study under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall review the effects of
deauthorizing hydropower on—

(A) Willamette Valley hydropower project
operations;

(B) other authorized purposes of such
project;

(C) cost apportionments;

(D) dam safety;

(E) compliance with the requirements of
the Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et
seq.); and

(F) the operations of the remaining dams
within the Willamette Valley hydropower
project.

(3) RECOMMENDATIONS.—If the Secretary,
through the disposition study authorized by
paragraph (1), determines that hydropower
should be removed as an authorized purpose
of any part of the Willamette Valley hydro-
power project, the Secretary shall also inves-
tigate and recommend any necessary struc-
tural or operational changes at such project
that are necessary to achieve an appropriate
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balance among the remaining authorized
purposes of such project or changes to such
purposes.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall issue a report to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate that describes—

(1) the results of the disposition study on
deauthorizing hydropower as a purpose of
the Willamette Valley hydropower project;
and

(2) any recommendations required under
subsection (a)(3).

(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
“Willamette Valley hydropower project”
means the system of dams and reservoir
projects authorized to generate hydropower
and the power features that operate in con-
junction with the main regulating dam fa-
cilities, including the Big Cliff, Dexter, and
Foster re-regulating dams in the Willamette
River Basin, Oregon, as authorized by sec-
tion 4 of the Flood Control Act of 1938 (chap-
ter 795, 52 Stat. 1222; 62 Stat. 1178; 64 Stat.
177; 68 Stat. 1264; 74 Stat. 499; 100 Stat. 4144).
SEC. 222. HOUSTON SHIP CHANNEL EXPANSION

CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT,
TEXAS.

The Secretary shall expedite the comple-
tion of a feasibility study for modifications
of the project for navigation, Houston Ship
Channel Expansion Channel Improvement
Project, Harris, Chambers, and Galveston
Counties, Texas, authorized by section 401 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
2020 (134 Stat. 2734), to incorporate into the
project the construction of barge lanes im-
mediately adjacent to either side of the
Houston Ship Channel from Bolivar Roads to
Morgan’s Point to a depth of 12 feet.

SEC. 223. SABINE-NECHES WATERWAY NAVIGA-
TION IMPROVEMENT PROJECT,
TEXAS.

The Secretary shall expedite the review
and coordination of the feasibility study for
the project for navigation, Sabine-Neches
Waterway, Texas, under section 203(b) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33
U.S.C. 2231(b)).

SEC. 224. NORFOLK HARBOR AND CHANNELS,
VIRGINIA.

The Secretary shall expedite the comple-
tion of a feasibility study for the modifica-
tion of the project for navigation, Norfolk
Harbor and Channels, Virginia, authorized
by section 201 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4090; 132 Stat.
3840) to incorporate the widening and deep-
ening of Anchorage F into the project.

SEC. 225. COASTAL VIRGINIA, VIRGINIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the feasi-
bility study for the project for flood risk
management, ecosystem restoration, and
navigation, Coastal Virginia, authorized by
section 1201(9) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 3802), the Sec-
retary is authorized to enter into a written
agreement with any Federal agency that
owns or operates property in the area of the
project to accept and expend funds from such
Federal agency to include in the study an
analysis with respect to property owned or
operated by such Federal agency.

(b) INFORMATION.—The Secretary shall use
any relevant information obtained from a
Federal agency described in subsection (a) to
carry out the feasibility study described in
such subsection.

SEC. 226. WESTERN INFRASTRUCTURE STUDY.

(a) COMPREHENSIVE STUDY.—The Secretary
shall conduct a comprehensive study to
evaluate the effectiveness of carrying out ad-
ditional measures, including measures that
use natural features or nature-based fea-
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tures, at or upstream of covered reservoirs,
for the purposes of—

(1) sustaining operations in response to
changing hydrological and climatic condi-
tions;

(2) mitigating the risk of drought or floods,
including the loss of storage capacity due to
sediment accumulation;

(3) increasing water supply; or

(4) aquatic ecosystem restoration.

(b) STUDY Focus.—In conducting the study
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall in-
clude all covered reservoirs located in the
South Pacific Division of the Corps of Engi-
neers.

(c) CONSULTATION AND USE OF EXISTING
DATA.—

(1) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the
study under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall consult with applicable—

(A) Federal, State, and local agencies;

(B) Indian Tribes;

(C) non-Federal interests; and

(D) stakeholders, as determined appro-
priate by the Secretary.

(2) USE OF EXISTING DATA AND PRIOR STUD-
IES.—In conducting the study under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable and where appro-
priate—

(A) use existing data provided to the Sec-
retary by entities described in paragraph (1);
and

(B) incorporate—

(i) relevant information from prior studies
and projects carried out by the Secretary;
and

(ii) the relevant technical data and sci-
entific approaches with respect to changing
hydrological and climatic conditions.

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report that describes—

(1) the results of the study; and

(2) any recommendations for additional
study in specific geographic areas.

(e) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this
section provides authority to the Secretary
to change the authorized purposes of any
covered reservoir.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) COVERED RESERVOIR.—The term ‘‘cov-
ered reservoir’’ means a reservoir owned and
operated by the Secretary or for which the
Secretary has flood control responsibilities
under section 7 of the Act of December 22,
1944 (33 U.S.C. 709).

(2) NATURAL FEATURE AND NATURE-BASED
FEATURE.—The terms ‘‘natural feature” and
“nature-based feature’” have the meanings
given such terms in section 1184(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2016 (33
U.S.C. 2289%a(a)).

SEC. 227. REPORT ON SOCIALLY AND ECONOMI-
CALLY DISADVANTAGED SMALL
BUSINESS CONCERNS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate, and make publicly available (includ-
ing on a publicly available website), a report
that describes and documents the use of con-
tracts and subcontracts with Small Dis-
advantaged Businesses in carrying out the
water resources development authorities of
the Secretary.

(b) INFORMATION.—The Secretary shall in-
clude in the report under subsection (a) in-
formation on the distribution of funds to
Small Disadvantaged Businesses on a
disaggregated basis.
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(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
“Small Disadvantaged Business’ has the
meaning given that term in section 124.1001
of title 13, Code of Federal Regulations (or
successor regulations).

SEC. 228. REPORT ON SOLAR ENERGY OPPORTU-
NITIES.

(a) ASSESSMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, at Federal
expense, shall conduct an assessment, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Energy, of
opportunities to install and maintain photo-
voltaic solar panels (including floating solar
panels) at covered projects.

(2) CONTENTS.—The assessment conducted
under paragraph (1) shall—

(A) include a description of the economic,
environmental, and technical viability of in-
stalling and maintaining, or contracting
with third parties to install and maintain,
photovoltaic solar panels at covered
projects;

(B) identify covered projects with a high
potential for the installation and mainte-
nance of photovoltaic solar panels and
whether such installation and maintenance
would require additional authorization;

(C) account for potential impacts of photo-
voltaic solar panels at covered projects and
the authorized purposes of such projects, in-
cluding potential impacts on flood risk re-
duction, recreation, water supply, and fish
and wildlife; and

(D) account for the availability of electric
grid infrastructure close to covered projects,
including underutilized transmission infra-
structure.

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
18 months after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Secretary shall submit to Congress,
and make publicly available (including on a
publicly available website), a report con-
taining the results of the assessment con-
ducted under subsection (a).

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary $10,000,000 to carry out this sec-
tion.

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘“‘covered project’”” means—

(1) any property under the control of the
Corps of Engineers; and

(2) any water resources development
project constructed by the Secretary or over
which the Secretary has financial or oper-
ational responsibility.

SEC. 229. ASSESSMENT OF COASTAL FLOODING
MITIGATION MODELING AND TEST-
ING CAPACITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting
through the Director of the Engineer Re-
search and Development Center, shall carry
out an assessment of the current capacity of
the Corps of Engineers to model coastal flood
mitigation systems and test the effective-
ness of such systems in preventing flood
damage resulting from coastal storm surges.

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out the
assessment under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall—

(1) identify the capacity of the Corps of En-
gineers to—

(A) carry out the testing of the perform-
ance and reliability of coastal flood mitiga-
tion systems; or

(B) collaborate with private industries to
carry out such testing;

(2) identify any limitations or deficiencies
at Corps of Engineers facilities that are ca-
pable of testing the performance and reli-
ability of coastal flood mitigation systems;

(3) assess any benefits that would result
from addressing the limitations or defi-
ciencies identified under paragraph (2); and

(4) provide recommendations for address-
ing such limitations or deficiencies.

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of this sec-
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tion, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-

mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure

of the House of Representatives and the

Committee on Environment and Public

Works of the Senate, and make publicly

available (including on a publicly available

website), a report describing the results of
the assessment carried out under subsection

(a).

SEC. 230. REPORT TO CONGRESS ON EASEMENTS
RELATED TO WATER RESOURCES
DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a review of the existing statutory, regu-
latory, and policy requirements and proce-
dures related to the use, in relation to the
construction of a project for flood risk man-
agement, hurricane and storm risk reduc-
tion, or environmental restoration, of cov-
ered easements that may be provided to the
Secretary by non-Federal interests.

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report containing the results of the
review conducted under subsection (a), in-
cluding—

(1) the findings of the Secretary relating
to—

(A) the minimum rights in property that
are necessary to construct, operate, or main-
tain projects for flood risk management,
hurricane and storm risk reduction, or envi-
ronmental restoration;

(B) whether increased use of covered ease-
ments in relation to such projects could pro-
mote greater participation from cooperating
landowners in addressing local flooding or
environmental restoration challenges;

(C) whether such increased use could result
in cost savings in the implementation of the
projects, without any reduction in project
benefits; and

(D) whether such increased use is in the
best interest of the United States; and

(2) any recommendations of the Secretary
relating to whether existing requirements or
procedures related to such use of covered
easements should be revised to reflect the re-
sults of the review.

(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘‘covered easement’” means an easement or
other similar interest in real property that—

(1) reserves for the Secretary rights in the
property that are necessary to construct, op-
erate, or maintain a water resources develop-
ment project;

(2) provides for appropriate public use of
the property, and retains the right of contin-
ued use of the property by the owner of the
property, to the extent such uses are con-
sistent with purposes of the covered ease-
ment;

(3) provides access to the property for over-
sight and inspection by the Secretary;

(4) is permanently recorded; and

(5) is enforceable under Federal and State
law.

SEC. 231. ASSESSMENT OF FOREST, RANGELAND,
AND WATERSHED RESTORATION
SERVICES ON LANDS OWNED BY THE
CORPS OF ENGINEERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out an assessment of forest, rangeland, and
watershed restoration services on lands
owned by the Corps of Engineers, including
an assessment of whether the provision of
such services on such lands by non-Federal
interests through good neighbor agreements
would be in the best interests of the United
States.

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out the
assessment under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall—

(1) describe the forest, rangeland, and wa-
tershed restoration services provided by the
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Secretary on lands owned by the Corps of
Engineers;

(2) assess whether such services, including
efforts to reduce hazardous fuels and to re-
store and improve forest, rangeland, and wa-
tershed health (including the health of fish
and wildlife habitats) would be enhanced by
authorizing the Secretary to enter into a
good neighbor agreement with a non-Federal
interest;

(3) describe the process for ensuring that
Federal requirements for land management
plans for forests on lands owned by the Corps
of Engineers remain in effect under good
neighbor agreements;

(4) assess whether Congress should author-
ize the Secretary to enter into a good neigh-
bor agreement with a non-Federal interest to
provide forest, rangeland, and watershed res-
toration services on lands owned by the
Corps of Engineers, including by assessing
any interest expressed by a non-Federal in-
terest to enter into such an agreement;

(5) consider whether implementation of a
good neighbor agreement on lands owned by
the Corps of Engineers would benefit State
and local governments and Indian Tribes
that are located in the same geographic area
as such lands; and

(6) consult with the heads of other Federal
agencies authorized to enter into good neigh-
bor agreements with non-Federal interests.

(¢) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
18 months after the date of enactment of this
section, the Secretary shall submit to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Environment and
Public Works of the Senate, and make pub-
licly available (including on a publicly avail-
able website), a report describing the results
of the assessment carried out under sub-
section (a).

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) FOREST, RANGELAND, AND WATERSHED
RESTORATION SERVICES.—The term ‘‘forest,
rangeland, and watershed restoration serv-
ices” has the meaning given such term in
section 8206 of the Agricultural Act of 2014
(16 U.S.C. 2113a).

(2) GOOD NEIGHBOR AGREEMENT.—The term
“‘good neighbor agreement’ means a cooper-
ative agreement or contract (including a sole
source contract) entered into between the
Secretary and a non-Federal interest to
carry out forest, rangeland, and watershed
restoration services.

(3) LANDS OWNED BY THE CORPS OF ENGI-
NEERS.—The term ‘‘lands owned by the Corps
of Engineers’” means any land owned by the
Corps of Engineers, but does not include—

(A) a component of the National Wilder-
ness Preservation System;

(B) land on which the removal of vegeta-
tion is prohibited or restricted by law or
Presidential proclamation;

(C) a wilderness study area; or

(D) any other land with respect to which
the Secretary determines that forest, range-
land, and watershed restoration services
should remain the responsibility of the Sec-
retary.

SEC. 232. ELECTRONIC PREPARATION AND SUB-
MISSION OF APPLICATIONS.

Section 2040(f) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2345(f)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016’ and insert-
ing ‘“Water Resources Development Act of
2022”’; and

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting
the following:

¢(2) REPORT ON ELECTRONIC SYSTEM IMPLE-
MENTATION.—The Secretary shall submit to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Environment and



H5276

Public Works of the Senate a quarterly re-

port describing the status of the implemen-

tation of this section.”.

SEC. 233. REPORT ON CORROSION PREVENTION
ACTIVITIES.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall
submit to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate, and
make publicly available, a report that de-
scribes—

(1) the extent to which the Secretary has
carried out section 1033 of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014
(33 U.S.C. 2350);

(2) the extent to which the Secretary has
incorporated corrosion prevention activities
(as defined in such section) at water re-
sources development projects constructed or
maintained by the Secretary since the date
of enactment of such section; and

(3) in instances where the Secretary has
not incorporated corrosion prevention ac-
tivities at such water resources development
projects since such date, an explanation as
to why such corrosion prevention activities
have not been incorporated.

SEC. 234. GAO STUDIES ON MITIGATION.

(a) STUDY ON MITIGATION FOR WATER RE-
SOURCES DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall conduct, and submit to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate, a report on the results of a study on
projects and activities to mitigate fish and
wildlife losses resulting from the construc-
tion, or operation and maintenance, of an

authorized water resources development
project.
(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In conducting the

study under paragraph (1), the Comptroller
General shall—

(A) investigate the extent to which—

(i) mitigation projects and activities (in-
cluding the acquisition of lands or interests
in lands) restore the natural hydrologic con-
ditions, restore native vegetation, and other-
wise support native fish and wildlife species,
as required under section 906 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2283);

(ii) mitigation projects or activities (in-
cluding the acquisition of lands or interests
in lands) are undertaken before, or concur-
rent with, the construction of the project;

(iii) mitigation projects or activities (in-
cluding the acquisition of lands or interests
in lands) are completed;

(iv) ongoing mitigation projects or activi-
ties are undertaken to mitigate for fish and
wildlife losses from the operation and main-
tenance of a project (including periodic re-
view and updating of such projects or activi-
ties);

(v) the Secretary includes mitigation plans
(as required under subsection (d) of such sec-
tion 906) in any project study, as such term
is defined in section 2034(1) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C.
2343);

(vi) processing and approval of mitigation
projects and activities (including the acqui-
sition of lands or interests in lands) affects
the timeline of completion of projects; and

(vii) mitigation projects and activities (in-
cluding the acquisition of lands or interests
in lands) affect the total cost of projects;

(B) review any reports submitted to Con-
gress in accordance with section 2036(b) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
2007 (121 Stat. 1094) on the status of construc-
tion of projects that require mitigation; and
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(C) consult with independent scientists,
economists, and other stakeholders with ex-
pertise and experience.

(b) STUDY ON THE COMPENSATORY MITIGA-
TION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall conduct, and submit to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate, a report on the results of a study on
performance metrics for, compliance with,
and adequacy in addressing project impacts
of, potential mechanisms for fulfilling com-
pensatory mitigation obligations pursuant
to the Federal Water Pollution Control Act
(33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.).

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The Comptroller Gen-
eral shall include in the study under para-
graph (1) an analysis of—

(A) the primary mechanisms for fulfilling
compensatory mitigation obligations, in-
cluding—

(i) mitigation banks;

(ii) in-lieu fee programs; and

(iii) direct mitigation by permittees;

(B) the timeliness of initiation and suc-
cessful completion of compensatory mitiga-
tion activities in relation to when the per-
mitted activity occurs;

(C) the timeliness of processing and ap-
proval of compensatory mitigation activi-
ties;

(D) the costs of carrying out compensatory
mitigation activities borne by the Federal
Government, permittee, or any other in-
volved entity;

(E) Federal and State agency oversight and
short- and long-term monitoring of the com-
pensatory mitigation activities;

(F) whether the compensatory mitigation
activity successfully replaces any lost or ad-
versely affected habitat with habitat having
similar functions of equal or greater ecologi-
cal value; and

(G) the continued, long-term success of the
compensatory mitigation activities over a 5-
, 10-, 20-, and 50-year period.

(3) UPDATE.—In conjunction with the study
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General
shall review and update the findings and rec-
ommendations, including a review of Federal
agency compliance with such recommenda-
tions, in the report of the Comptroller Gen-
eral entitled, ‘‘Corps of Engineers Does Not
Have an Effective Oversight Approach to En-
sure That Compensatory Mitigation Is Oc-
curring’ and dated September 2005 (GAO-05—
898).

SEC. 235. GAO STUDY ON WATERBORNE STATIS-
TICS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall carry out a review of the Waterborne
Commerce Statistics Center of the Corps of
Engineers that includes—

(1) an assessment of ways in which the Wa-
terborne Commerce Statistics Center can
improve the collection of information relat-
ing to all commercial maritime activity
within the jurisdiction of a port, including
the collection and reporting of records of
fishery landings and aquaculture harvest;
and

(2) recommendations to improve the collec-
tion of such information from non-Federal
entities, taking into consideration—

(A) the cost, efficiency, and accuracy of
collecting such information; and

(B) the protection of proprietary informa-
tion.

(b) REPORT.—Upon completion of the re-
view carried out under subsection (a), the
Comptroller General shall submit to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
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structure of the House of Representatives

and the Committee on Environment and

Public Works of the Senate a report con-

taining the results of such review.

SEC. 236. GAO STUDY ON THE INTEGRATION OF
INFORMATION INTO THE NATIONAL
LEVEE DATABASE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall submit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on the
Environment and Public Works of the Senate
a report on the results of a study on the
sharing of levee information and the integra-
tion of information into the National Levee
Database by the Corps of Engineers and the
Federal Emergency Management Agency in
accordance with section 9004 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C.
3303).

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In conducting the
study under subsection (a), the Comptroller
General shall—

(1) investigate the information sharing
protocols and procedures between the Corps
of Engineers and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency regarding the construc-
tion of new Federal flood protection projects;

(2) analyze the timeliness of the integra-
tion of information relating to newly con-
structed flood protection projects into the
National Levee Database;

(3) identify any delays between the con-
struction of a new Federal flood protection
project and when a policyholder of the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program would real-
ize a premium discount due to the construc-
tion of a new Federal flood protection
project; and

(4) determine whether current information
sharing protocols are adversely impacting
the ability of the Secretary to perform accu-
rate benefit-cost analysis for future flood
risk management activities.

TITLE III—DEAUTHORIZATIONS AND
MODIFICATIONS
DEAUTHORIZATION OF

PROJECTS.

(a) PURPOSES; PROPOSED DEAUTHORIZATION
LIST; SUBMISSION OF FINAL LIST.—Section 301
of the Water Resources Development Act of
2020 (33 U.S.C. 579-2) is amended by striking
subsections (a) through (c) and inserting the
following:

‘‘(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this sec-
tion are—

‘(1) to identify water resources develop-
ment projects, and separable elements of
projects, authorized by Congress that are no
longer viable for construction due to—

“(A) a lack of local support;

‘“(B) a lack of available Federal or non-
Federal resources; or

‘“(C) an authorizing purpose that is no
longer relevant or feasible;

‘(2) to create an expedited and definitive
process for Congress to deauthorize water re-
sources development projects and separable
elements that are no longer viable for con-
struction; and

‘“(3) to allow the continued authorization
of water resources development projects and
separable elements that are viable for con-
struction.

“(b) PROPOSED DEAUTHORIZATION LIST.—

‘(1) PRELIMINARY LIST OF PROJECTS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-
velop a preliminary list of each water re-
sources development project, or separable
element of a project, authorized for con-
struction before November 8, 2007, for
which—

‘(i) planning, design, or construction was
not initiated before the date of enactment of
this Act; or

SEC. 301. INACTIVE
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‘‘(ii) planning, design, or construction was
initiated before the date of enactment of this
Act, but for which no funds, Federal or non-
Federal, were obligated for planning, design,
or construction of the project or separable
element of the project during the current fis-
cal year or any of the 10 preceding fiscal
years.

‘(B) USE OF COMPREHENSIVE CONSTRUCTION
BACKLOG AND OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
REPORT.—The Secretary may develop the
preliminary list from the comprehensive
construction backlog and operation and
maintenance reports developed pursuant to
section 1001(b)(2) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a).

¢(2) PREPARATION OF PROPOSED DEAUTHOR-
IZATION LIST.—

““(A) PROPOSED LIST AND ESTIMATED DE-
AUTHORIZATION  AMOUNT.—The Secretary
shall—

‘(i) prepare a proposed list of projects for
deauthorization comprised of a subset of
projects and separable elements identified on
the preliminary list developed under para-
graph (1) that are projects or separable ele-
ments described in subsection (a)(1), as de-
termined by the Secretary; and

‘‘(ii) include with such proposed list an es-
timate, in the aggregate, of the Federal cost
to complete such projects.

‘(B) DETERMINATION OF FEDERAL COST TO
COMPLETE.—For purposes of subparagraph
(A), the Federal cost to complete shall take
into account any allowances authorized by
section 902 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2280), as applied
to the most recent project schedule and cost
estimate.

*“(3) PUBLIC COMMENT AND CONSULTATION.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall so-
licit comments from the public and the Gov-
ernors of each applicable State on the pro-
posed deauthorization list prepared under
paragraph (2)(A).

‘(B) COMMENT PERIOD.—The public com-
ment period shall be 90 days.

‘“(4) PREPARATION OF FINAL DEAUTHORIZA-
TION LIST.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre-
pare a final deauthorization list by—

‘(i) considering any comments received
under paragraph (3); and

‘‘(ii) revising the proposed deauthorization
list prepared under paragraph (2)(A) as the
Secretary determines necessary to respond
to such comments.

‘“(B) APPENDIX.—The Secretary shall in-
clude as part of the final deauthorization list
an appendix that—

‘(i) identifies each project or separable ele-
ment on the proposed deauthorization list
that is not included on the final deauthoriza-
tion list; and

‘“(ii) describes the reasons why the project
or separable element is not included on the
final deauthorization list.

‘‘(c) SUBMISSION OF FINAL DEAUTHORIZATION
LIST TO CONGRESS FOR CONGRESSIONAL RE-
VIEW; PUBLICATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the close of the comment
period under subsection (b)(3), the Secretary
shall—

““(A) submit the final deauthorization list
and appendix prepared under subsection
(b)(4) to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate; and

‘(B) publish the final deauthorization list
and appendix in the Federal Register.

‘(2) EXCLUSIONS.—The Secretary shall not
include in the final deauthorization list sub-
mitted under paragraph (1) any project or
separable element with respect to which
Federal funds for planning, design, or con-
struction are obligated after the develop-
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ment of the preliminary list under sub-
section (b)(1)(A) but prior to the submission
of the final deauthorization list under para-
graph (1)(A) of this subsection.”.

(b) REPEAL.—Section 301(d) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C.
579-2(d)) is repealed.

SEC. 302. WATERSHED AND RIVER BASIN ASSESS-
MENTS.

Section 729 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2267a) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(B) in paragraph (6), by striking the period
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(7) sea level rise;

‘“(8) coastal storm damage reduction; and

‘“(9) streambank and shoreline protec-
tion.”’; and

(2) in subsection (d)—

(A) in paragraph (9), by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(B) in paragraph (10), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon;
and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(11) New York-New Jersey Watershed
Basin, which encompasses all the watersheds
that flow into the New York-New Jersey
Harbor and their associated estuaries, in-
cluding the Hudson, Mohawk, Raritan, Pas-
saic, Hackensack, and Bronx River Water-
sheds and the Hudson River Estuary;

‘(12) Mississippi River Watershed; and

“(13) Chattahoochee River Basin, Alabama,
Florida, and Georgia.”’.

SEC. 303. FORECAST-INFORMED RESERVOIR OP-
ERATIONS.

(a) ADDITIONAL UTILIZATION OF FORECAST-
INFORMED RESERVOIR OPERATIONS.—Section
1222(c) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 3811; 134 Stat. 2661) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the Upper
Missouri River Basin and the North Platte
River Basin’ and inserting ‘‘the Upper Mis-
souri River Basin, the North Platte River
Basin, and the Apalachicola Chattahoochee
Flint River Bagsin’’; and

(2) in paragraph (2)—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘the
Upper Missouri River Basin or the North
Platte River Basin’” and inserting ‘‘the
Upper Missouri River Basin, the North
Platte River Basin, or the Apalachicola
Chattahoochee Flint River Basin’’; and

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘the
Upper Missouri River Basin or the North
Platte River Basin’” and inserting ‘‘the
Upper Missouri River Basin, the North
Platte River Basin, or the Apalachicola
Chattahoochee Flint River Basin™.

(b) COMPLETION OF REPORTS.—The Sec-
retary shall expedite completion of the re-
ports authorized by section 1222 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2018 (132 Stat.
3811; 134 Stat. 2661).

SEC. 304. LAKES PROGRAM.

Section 602(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4148; 104
Stat. 4646; 110 Stat. 3758; 113 Stat. 295; 121
Stat. 1076; 134 Stat. 2703) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (29), by striking ‘“‘and’ at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (30), by striking the period
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘(381) Salisbury Pond, Worcester, Massa-
chusetts;

‘(32) Baisley Pond, New York;

¢“(33) Legacy Park, Decatur, Georgia; and

‘“(34) White Rock Lake, Dallas, Texas.”’.
SEC. 305. INVASIVE SPECIES.

(a) AQUATIC INVASIVE SPECIES RESEARCH.—
Section 1108(a) of the Water Resources Devel-
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opment Act of 2018 (33 U.S.C. 2263a(a)) is
amended by inserting ‘, hydrilla” after
‘“‘elodea’.

(b) HARMFUL ALGAL BLOOM DEMONSTRATION
PrROGRAM.—Section 128(c) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C.
610 note) is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(c) Focus AREAS.—In carrying out the
demonstration program under subsection (a),
the Secretary shall undertake program ac-
tivities related to harmful algal blooms in—

‘(1) the Great Lakes;

‘(2) the tidal and inland waters of the
State of New Jersey, including Lake Hopat-
cong, New Jersey;

‘“(3) the coastal and tidal waters of the
State of Louisiana;

‘“(4) the waterways of the counties that
comprise the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta, California;

‘“(6) the Allegheny Reservoir Watershed,
New York;

‘(6) Lake Okeechobee, Florida;

“(7) the Caloosahatchee and St. Lucie Riv-
ers, Florida;

‘(8) Lake Sidney Lanier, Georgia;

‘“(9) Rio Grande River Basin, Colorado,
New Mexico, and Texas;

‘(10) lakes and reservoirs in the State of
Ohio;

‘(11) Detroit Lake, Oregon; and

‘(12) Ten Mile Lake, Oregon.”’.

(c) UPDATE ON INVASIVE SPECIES PoLICY
GUIDANCE.—Section 501(b) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C.
610 note) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ¢‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘(3) the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta,
California.”.

SEC. 306. PROJECT REAUTHORIZATIONS.

(a) NEW YORK HARBOR, NEW YORK AND NEW
JERSEY.—The New York Harbor collection
and removal of drift project authorized by
section 2 of the Act of March 4, 1915 (38 Stat.
1051; 88 Stat. 39; 104 Stat. 4615), and deauthor-
ized pursuant to section 6001 of the Water
Resources Reform and Development Act of
2014 (128 Stat. 1345), is authorized to be car-
ried out by the Secretary.

(b) GUANAJIBO RIVER, PUERTO RICO.—The
project for flood control, Guanajibo River,
Puerto Rico, authorized by section 101 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1999
(113 Stat. 278), and deauthorized pursuant to
section 6001 of the Water Resources Reform
and Development Act of 2014 (128 Stat. 1345),
is authorized to be carried out by the Sec-
retary.

(¢) RIO NIGUA, SALINAS, PUERTO RIcO.—The
project for flood control, Rio Nigua, Salinas,
Puerto Rico, authorized by section 101 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1999
(113 Stat. 278), and deauthorized pursuant to
section 6001 of the Water Resources Reform
and Development Act of 2014 (128 Stat. 1345),
is authorized to be carried out by the Sec-
retary.

(d) RI0 GRANDE DE LoO0I1ZA, PUERTO RICO.—
The project for flood control, Rio Grande De
Loiza, Puerto Rico, authorized by section 101
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1992 (106 Stat. 4803), and deauthorized pursu-
ant to section 6001 of the Water Resources
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (128
Stat. 1345), is authorized to be carried out by
the Secretary.

SEC. 307. ST. FRANCIS LAKE CONTROL STRUC-
TURE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall set
the ordinary high water mark for water im-
pounded behind the St. Francis Lake Control
Structure, authorized by the Act of May 15,
1928 (45 Stat. 538; 79 Stat. 1077), at 208 feet
mean sea level.
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(b) OPERATION BY PROJECT MANAGER.—In
setting the ordinary high water mark under
subsection (a), the Secretary shall ensure
that the project manager for the St. Francis
Lake Control Structure may continue oper-
ating such structure in accordance with the
instructions set forth in the document titled
““St. Francis Lake Control Structure Stand-
ing Instructions to the Project Manager”
and published in January 1982 by the Corps of
Engineers, Memphis District.

SEC. 308. FRUITVALE AVENUE RAILROAD
BRIDGE, ALAMEDA, CALIFORNIA.

Section 4017(d) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1175) is re-
pealed.

SEC. 309. LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary may establish a program to provide
environmental assistance to non-Federal in-
terests in Los Angeles County, California.

(b) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance pro-
vided under this section may be in the form
of design and construction assistance for
water-related environmental infrastructure
and resource protection and development
projects in Los Angeles County, California,
including projects for wastewater treatment
and related facilities, water supply and re-
lated facilities, environmental restoration,
and surface water resource protection and
development.

(c) OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may provide assistance for a project
under this section only if the project is pub-
licly owned.

(d) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist-
ance under this section to a non-Federal in-
terest, the Secretary shall enter into a part-
nership agreement under section 221 of the
Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b)
with the non-Federal interest with respect to
the project to be carried out with such as-
sistance.

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each partnership
agreement for a project entered into under
this subsection shall provide for the fol-
lowing:

(A) Development by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with appropriate Federal and State
officials, of a facilities or resource protec-
tion and development plan, including appro-
priate engineering plans and specifications.

(B) Establishment of such legal and insti-
tutional structures as are necessary to en-
sure the effective long-term operation of the
project by the non-Federal interest.

(3) COST SHARING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the
cost of a project under this section—

(i) shall be 75 percent; and

(ii) may be provided in the form of grants
or reimbursements of project costs.

(B) CREDIT FOR INTEREST.—In case of a
delay in the funding of the Federal share of
a project that is the subject of an agreement
under this section, the non-Federal interest
shall receive credit for reasonable interest
incurred in providing the non-Federal share
of the project cost.

(C) CREDIT FOR LAND, EASEMENTS, AND
RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—Notwithstanding section
221(a)(4)(G) of the Flood Control Act of 1970
(42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)(4)(G)), the non-Federal
interest shall receive credit for land, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, and relocations toward
the non-Federal share of project cost (includ-
ing all reasonable costs associated with ob-
taining permits necessary for the construc-
tion, operation, and maintenance of the
project on publicly owned or controlled
land), but the credit may not exceed 25 per-
cent of total project costs.

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The
non-Federal share of operation and mainte-
nance costs for projects constructed with as-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

sistance provided under this section shall be
100 percent.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be
appropriated $50,000,000 to carry out this sec-
tion.

(2) CORPS OF ENGINEERS EXPENSES.—Not
more than 10 percent of the amounts made
available to carry out this section may be
used by the Corps of Engineers district of-
fices to administer projects under this sec-
tion at Federal expense.

SEC. 310. DEAUTHORIZATION OF DESIGNATED
PORTIONS OF THE LOS ANGELES
COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA, CALI-
FORNIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The portion of the project
for flood risk management, Los Angeles
County Drainage Area, California, author-
ized by section 5 of the Flood Control Act of
1936 (49 Stat. 1589; 50 Stat. 167; 52 Stat. 1215;
55 Stat. 647; 64 Stat. 177), consisting of the
debris basins described in subsection (b), is
no longer authorized beginning on the date
that is 1 year after the date of enactment of
this Act.

(b) DEBRIS BASINS DESCRIBED.—The debris
basins referred to in subsection (a) are the
following debris basins operated and main-
tained by the Los Angeles County Flood Con-
trol District: Auburn Debris Basin, Bailey
Debris Basin, Big Dalton Debris Basin, Blan-
chard Canyon Debris Basin, Blue Gum Can-
yon Debris Basin, Brand Canyon Debris
Basin, Carter Debris Basin, Childs Canyon
Debris Basin, Dunsmuir Canyon Debris
Basin, Eagle Canyon Debris Basin, Eaton
Walsh Debris Basin, Elmwood Canyon Debris
Basin, Emerald East Debris Basin, Emerald
West Debris Retention Inlet, Hay Debris
Basin, Hillcrest Debris Basin, La Tuna Can-
yon Debris Basin, Little Dalton Debris
Basin, Live Oak Debris Retention Inlet,
Lopez Debris Retention Inlet, Lower Sunset
Canyon Debris Basin, Marshall Canyon De-
bris Retention Inlet, Santa Anita Debris
Basin, Sawpit Debris Basin, Schoolhouse
Canyon Debris Basin, Shields Canyon Debris
Basin, Sierra Madre Villa Debris Basin,
Snover Canyon Debris Basin, Stough Canyon
Debris Basin, Wilson Canyon Debris Basin,
and Winery Canyon Debris Basin.

SEC. 311. MURRIETA CREEK, CALIFORNIA.

Section 103 of title I of appendix B of Pub-
lic Law 106-377 (114 Stat. 1441A-65) (relating
to the project for flood control, environ-
mental restoration, and recreation, Murrieta
Creek, California), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘$89,850,000’ and inserting
¢‘$252,438,000"";

(2) by striking ‘$57,735,000" and inserting
‘$162,5611,500”’; and

(3) by striking ‘‘$32,115,000” and inserting
‘89,926,500,

SEC. 312. SACRAMENTO RIVER, CALIFORNIA.

The portion of the project for flood protec-
tion on the Sacramento River, authorized by
section 2 of the Act of March 1, 1917 (chapter
144, 39 Stat. 949; 45 Stat. 539; 50 Stat. 849; 55
Stat. 647; 80 Stat. 1422), consisting of the por-
tion of the American River North Levee, up-
stream of Arden Way, from G.P.S. coordinate
38.600948N 121.330599W to 38.592261N
121.3341556W, is no longer authorized begin-
ning on the date of enactment of this Act.
SEC. 313. SAN DIEGO RIVER AND MISSION BAY,

SAN DIEGO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood con-
trol and navigation, San Diego River and
Mission Bay, San Diego County, California,
authorized by the Act of July 24, 1946 (chap-
ter 595, 60 Stat. 636; 134 Stat. 2705), is modi-
fied to change the authorized conveyance ca-
pacity of the project to a level determined
appropriate by the Secretary based on the
actual capacity of the project, which level
may be further modified by the Secretary as
necessary to account for sea level rise.
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(b) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE MAN-
UAL.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal sponsor
for the project described in subsection (a)
shall prepare for review and approval by the
Secretary a revised operation and mainte-
nance manual for the project to implement
the modification described in subsection (a).

(2) FUNDING.—The non-Federal sponsor
shall provide to the Secretary funds suffi-
cient to cover the costs incurred by the Sec-
retary to review and approve the manual de-
scribed in paragraph (1), and the Secretary
may accept and expend such funds in the per-
formance of such review and approval.

(c) EMERGENCY REPAIR AND RESTORATION
ASSISTANCE.—Upon approval by the Sec-
retary of the revised operation and mainte-
nance manual required under subsection (b),
and subject to compliance by the non-Fed-
eral sponsor with the requirements of such
manual and with any other eligibility re-
quirement established by the Secretary, the
project described in subsection (a) shall be
considered for assistance under section 5(a)
of the Act of August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C.
701n(a)).

SEC. 314. SAN FRANCISCO BAY, CALIFORNIA.

(a) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section
203(a)(1)(A) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2675) is amended
by striking ‘‘ocean shoreline’ and inserting
“‘bay and ocean shorelines’.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—In carrying out a
study under section 142 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1976 (90 Stat.
2930; 100 Stat. 4158), pursuant to section
203(a)(1)(A) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2020 (as amended by this sec-
tion), the Secretary shall not differentiate
between damages related to high tide flood-
ing and coastal storm flooding for the pur-
poses of determining the Federal interest or
cost share.

SEC. 315. COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN.

(a) STUDY OF FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT AC-
TIVITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Using funds made avail-
able to carry out this section, the Secretary
is authorized, at Federal expense, to carry
out a study to determine the feasibility of a
project for flood risk management and re-
lated purposes in the Columbia River Basin
and to report to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate
with recommendations thereon, including
recommendations for a project to potentially
reduce the reliance on Canada for flood risk
management in the basin.

(2) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall
carry out the activities described in this sub-
section in coordination with other Federal
and State agencies and Indian Tribes.

(b) FUNDS FOR COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY OB-
LIGATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to expend funds appropriated for the
purpose of satisfying United States obliga-
tions under the Columbia River Treaty to
compensate Canada for operating Canadian
storage on behalf of the United States under
such treaty.

(2) NOTIFICATION.—If the U.S. entity calls
upon Canada to operate Canadian reservoir
storage for flood risk management on behalf
of the United States, which operation may
incur an obligation to compensate Canada
under the Columbia River Treaty—

(A) the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittees on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture and Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committees on Envi-
ronment and Public Works and Appropria-
tions of the Senate, by not later than 30 days
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after the initiation of the call, a written no-
tice of the action and a justification, includ-
ing a description of the circumstances neces-
sitating the call;

(B) upon a determination by the United
States of the amount of compensation that
shall be paid to Canada, the Secretary shall
submit to the Committees on Transportation
and Infrastructure and Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Commit-
tees on Environment and Public Works and
Appropriations of the Senate a written no-
tice specifying such amount and an expla-
nation of how such amount was derived,
which notification shall not delay or impede
the flood risk management mission of the
U.S. entity; and

(C) the Secretary shall make no payment
to Canada for the call under the Columbia
River Treaty until such time as funds appro-
priated for the purpose of compensating Can-
ada under such treaty are available.

(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(A) COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN.—The term ‘‘Co-
lumbia River Basin” means the entire
United States portion of the Columbia River
watershed.

(B) COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY.—The term
“Columbia River Treaty’ means the treaty
relating to cooperative development of the
water resources of the Columbia River Basin,
signed at Washington January 17, 1961, and
entered into force September 16, 1964.

(C) U.S. ENTITY.—The term “U.S. entity”
means the entity designated by the United
States under Article XIV of the Columbia
River Treaty.

SEC. 316. COMPREHENSIVE EVERGLADES RES-
TORATION PLAN, FLORIDA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 601(e)(5) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 2000
(114 Stat. 2685; 121 Stat. 1269; 132 Stat. 3786) is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘sub-
paragraph (D) and inserting ‘‘subparagraph
(E)”’; and

(2) in subparagraph (E)—

(A) in clause (i), in the matter preceding
subclause (I), by striking ‘‘during each 5-year
period, beginning with commencement of de-
sign of the Plan’ and inserting ‘‘during each
period of b fiscal years, beginning on October
1, 2022°’;

(B) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘for each
project in the Plan’ before the period at the
end; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(iii) ACCOUNTING.—Not later than 90 days
after the end of each fiscal year, the Sec-
retary shall provide to the non-Federal spon-
sor a financial accounting of non-Federal
contributions under clause (i)(I) for such fis-
cal year.

‘(iv) LIMITATION.—In the case of an author-
ized project for which a project partnership
agreement has not been executed and for
which there is an agreement under subpara-
graph (B)(1)(III), the Secretary—

‘() shall consider all expenditures and ob-
ligations incurred by the non-Federal spon-
sor for land and in-kind services for the
project in determining the amount of any
cash contribution required from the non-
Federal sponsor to satisfy the cost-share re-
quirements of this subsection; and

“(IT) may only require any such cash con-
tribution to be made at the end of each pe-
riod of 5 fiscal years under clause (i).”.

(b) UPDATE.—The Secretary and the non-
Federal interest shall revise the Master
Agreement for the Comprehensive Ever-
glades Restoration Plan, executed in 2009
pursuant to section 601 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat.
2680), to reflect the amendment made by sub-
section (a).

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

SEC. 317. PORT EVERGLADES, FLORIDA.

Section 1401(1) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1709) is
amended, in row 4 (relating to the project for
navigation, Port Everglades, Florida)—

(1) by striking $229,770,000° and inserting
¢‘$561,455,000"’;

(2) by striking ‘$107,233,000"" and inserting
‘$361,302,000”’; and

(3) by striking ‘‘$337,003,000"” and inserting
£¢$922,757,000°".

SEC. 318. SOUTH FLORIDA ECOSYSTEM RESTORA-
TION TASK FORCE.

Section 528(f)(1)(J) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3771) is
amended by striking ‘2 representatives of
the State of Florida,” and inserting ‘‘3 rep-
resentatives of the State of Florida, includ-
ing at least 1 representative of the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection
and 1 representative of the Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission,’.

SEC. 319. LITTLE WOOD RIVER, GOODING, IDAHO.

Section 3057(a)(2) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1120) is
amended by striking ‘‘$9,000,000"" and insert-
ing ‘‘$40,000,000"".

SEC. 320. CHICAGO SHORELINE PROTECTION.

The project for storm damage reduction
and shoreline erosion protection, Lake
Michigan, Illinois, from Wilmette, Illinois,
to the Illinois-Indiana State line, authorized
by section 101(a)(12) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3664), is
modified to authorize the Secretary to pro-
vide 65 percent of the cost of the locally pre-
ferred plan, as described in the Report of the
Chief of Engineers dated April 14, 1994, for
the construction of the following segments
of the project:

(1) Shoreline revetment at Morgan Shoal.

(2) Shoreline revetment at Promontory
Point.

SEC. 321. GREAT LAKES AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER
INTERBASIN PROJECT, BRANDON
ROAD, WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

Section 402(a)(1) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2742) is
amended by striking ‘80 percent’ and insert-
ing ‘90 percent’’.

SEC. 322. SOUTHEAST DES MOINES LEVEE SYS-
TEM, IOWA.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) CitY.—The term ‘‘City’’ means the city
of Des Moines, Iowa.

(2) FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT.—The term
‘“Flood Protection Project”” means the
project on the Des Moines River for local
flood protection of Des Moines, Iowa, author-
ized by the Act of December 22, 1944 (chapter
665, 58 Stat. 896).

(3) RED ROCK DAM PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Red
Rock Dam Project” means the project for
the Red Rock Dam on the Des Moines River
for flood control and other purposes, author-
ized by the Act of December 22, 1944 (chapter
665, 58 Stat. 896).

(b) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS.—The Red Rock
Dam Project and the Flood Protection
Project shall be modified as follows, subject
to a new or amended agreement between the
Secretary and the City, in accordance with
section 221 of the Flood Control Act of 1970
(42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b):

(1) That portion of the Red Rock Dam
Project consisting of the segment of levee
from Station 15+88.8W to Station 77+43.7TW
shall be transferred to the Flood Protection
Project.

(2) The relocated levee improvement con-
structed by the City, from Station 77+43.7TW
to approximately Station 20+00, shall be in-
cluded in the Flood Protection Project.

(c) FEDERAL EASEMENT CONVEYANCES.—

(1) FLOOD PROTECTION EASEMENTS.—The
Secretary is authorized to convey, without
consideration, to the City the following ease-
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ments to become part of the Flood Protec-
tion Project in accordance with subsection
(b):

(A) Easements identified as Tracts 32156E-1,
3235E, and 3227E.

(B) Easements identified as Partial Tracts
3216E-2, 3216E-3, 3217TE-1, and 3217E-2.

(2) ADDITIONAL EASEMENTS.—The Secretary
is authorized to convey, without consider-
ation, to the City or to the Des Moines Met-
ropolitan Wastewater Reclamation Author-
ity the following easements:

(A) Easements identified as Tracts 3200E,
3202E-1, 3202E-2, 3202E-4, 3203E-2, 3215E-3,
3216E-1, and 3216E-5.

(B) Easements identified as Partial Tracts
3216E-2, 3216E-3, 3217E-1, and 3217E-2.

(3) CosTs.—An entity to which a convey-
ance is made under this subsection shall be
responsible for all administrative costs asso-
ciated with the conveyance.

SEC. 323. LOWER MISSISSIPPI RIVER COM-
PREHENSIVE MANAGEMENT STUDY.

Section 213 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2684) is amended
by adding at the end the following:

‘“(j) CosST SHARE.—The Federal share of the
cost of the comprehensive study carried out
under subsection (a), and any feasibility
study carried out under subsection (e), shall
be 100 percent.”’.

SEC. 324. LOWER MISSOURI RIVER STREAMBANK
EROSION CONTROL EVALUATION
AND DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to carry out streambank erosion control
evaluation and demonstration projects in the
Lower Missouri River through contracts
with  non-Federal interests, including
projects for streambank protection and sta-
bilization.

(b) AREA.—The Secretary shall carry out
demonstration projects under this section on
the reach of the Missouri River between
Sioux City, Iowa, and the confluence of the
Missouri River and the Mississippi River.

(¢c) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall—

(1) conduct an evaluation of the extent of
streambank erosion on the Lower Missouri
River; and

(2) develop new methods and techniques for
streambank protection, research soil sta-
bility, and identify the causes of erosion.

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report describing the results of the
demonstration projects carried out under
this section, including any recommendations
for methods to prevent and correct
streambank erosion.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $15,000,000, to remain
available until expended.

(f) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to enter into contracts under sub-
section (a) shall expire on the date that is 5
years after the date of enactment of this
Act.
SEC. 325. MISSOURI RIVER INTERCEPTION-
REARING COMPLEXES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section
129 of the Water Resources Development Act
of 2020 (134 Stat. 2643), and subject to sub-
section (b), the Secretary is authorized to
carry out the construction of an intercep-
tion-rearing complex at each of Plowboy
Bend A (River Mile: 174.5 to 173.2) and Peli-
can Bend B (River Mile: 15.8 to 13.4) on the
Missouri River.

(b) ANALYSIS AND MITIGATION OF RISK.—

(1) ANALYSIS.—Prior to construction of the
interception-rearing complexes under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall perform an
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analysis to identify whether the intercep-
tion-rearing complexes will—

(A) contribute to an increased risk of
flooding to adjacent lands and properties, in-
cluding local levees;

(B) affect the navigation channel, includ-
ing crossflows, velocity, channel depth, and
channel width;

(C) affect the harvesting of sand;

(D) affect ports and harbors; or

(E) contribute to bank erosion on adjacent
private lands.

(2) MITIGATION.—The Secretary may not
construct an interception-rearing complex
under subsection (a) until the Secretary suc-
cessfully mitigates any effects described in
paragraph (1) with respect to such intercep-
tion-rearing complex.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
completion of the construction of the inter-
ception-rearing complexes under subsection
(a), the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate a report describing the
extent to which the construction of such
interception-rearing complexes affected the
population recovery of pallid sturgeon in the
Missouri River.

(@ CONFORMING  AMENDMENT.—Section
129(b) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2643) is amended by re-
designating paragraphs (2) and (3) as para-
graphs (3) and (4), respectively, and inserting
after paragraph (1) the following:

‘(2) submits the report required by section
318(c) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 2022;”.

SEC. 326. ARGENTINE, EAST BOTTOMS, FAIRFAX-
JERSEY CREEK, AND NORTH KANSAS
LEVEES UNITS, MISSOURI RIVER
AND TRIBUTARIES AT KANSAS CIT-
IES, MISSOURI AND KANSAS.

Notwithstanding section 103 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.
2213), the Federal share of the cost of the
portion of the project for flood damage re-
duction, Argentine, East Bottoms, Fairfax-
Jersey Creek, and North Kansas Levees
units, Missouri River and tributaries at Kan-
sas Cities, Missouri and Kansas, authorized
by section 101 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1054), relating
to the Fairfax-Jersey Creek Levee unit, shall
be 80 percent.

SEC. 327. MISSOURI RIVER MITIGATION
PROJECT, MISSOURI, KANSAS, IOWA,
AND NEBRASKA.

Section 334 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 306) is amended
by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(c) USE OF OTHER FUNDS.—AnNy acres ac-
quired using Federal funds for purposes de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall be considered
toward the total number of acres required
under such subsection, regardless of the
source of the Federal funds.”’.

SEC. 328. NORTHERN MISSOURI.

(a) NORTHERN MISSOURI DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘‘Northern Missouri”
means the counties of Buchanan, Marion,
Platte, and Clay, Missouri.

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary may establish a program to provide
environmental assistance to non-Federal in-
terests in Northern Missouri.

(c) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance pro-
vided under this section may be in the form
of design and construction assistance for
water-related environmental infrastructure
and resource protection and development
projects in Northern Missouri, including
projects for wastewater treatment and re-
lated facilities, water supply and related fa-
cilities, environmental restoration, and sur-
face water resource protection and develop-
ment.
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(d) OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may provide assistance for a project
under this section only if the project is pub-
licly owned.

(e) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist-
ance under this section to a non-Federal in-
terest, the Secretary shall enter into a part-
nership agreement under section 221 of the
Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b)
with the non-Federal interest with respect to
the project to be carried out with such as-
sistance.

2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each partnership
agreement for a project entered into under
this subsection shall provide for the fol-
lowing:

(A) Development by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with appropriate Federal and State
officials, of a facilities or resource protec-
tion and development plan, including appro-
priate engineering plans and specifications.

(B) Establishment of such legal and insti-
tutional structures as are necessary to en-
sure the effective long-term operation of the
project by the non-Federal interest.

(3) COST SHARING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the
cost of a project carried out under this sec-
tion—

(i) shall be 75 percent; and

(ii) may be provided in the form of grants
or reimbursements of project costs.

(B) CREDIT FOR INTEREST.—In case of a
delay in the funding of the Federal share of
a project that is the subject of a partnership
agreement under this section, the non-Fed-
eral interest shall receive credit for reason-
able interest incurred in providing the non-
Federal share of the project cost.

(C) CREDIT FOR LAND, EASEMENTS, AND
RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—Notwithstanding section
221(a)(4)(G) of the Flood Control Act of 1970
(42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)(4)(G)), the non-Federal
interest shall receive credit for land, ease-
ments, rights-of way, and relocations toward
the non-Federal share of project cost (includ-
ing all reasonable costs associated with ob-
taining permits necessary for the construc-
tion, operation, and maintenance of the
project on publicly owned or controlled
land), but such credit may not exceed 25 per-
cent of total project costs.

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The
non-Federal share of operation and mainte-
nance costs for projects constructed with as-
sistance provided under this section shall be
100 percent.

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be
appropriated $50,000,000 to carry out this sec-
tion.

(2) CORPS OF ENGINEERS EXPENSES.—Not
more than 10 percent of the amounts made
available to carry out this section may be
used by the Corps of Engineers district of-
fices to administer projects under this sec-
tion at Federal expense.

SEC. 329. ISRAEL RIVER, LANCASTER, NEW HAMP-
SHIRE.

The project for flood control, Israel River,
Lancaster, New Hampshire, carried out
under section 205 of the Flood Control Act of
1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), is no longer authorized
beginning on the date of enactment of this
Act.

SEC. 330. MIDDLE RIO GRANDE FLOOD PROTEC-
TION, BERNALILLO TO BELEN, NEW
MEXICO.

The non-Federal share of the cost of the
project for flood risk management, Middle
Rio Grande, Bernalillo to Belen, New Mex-
ico, authorized by section 401(2) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2020 (134 Stat.
2735), shall be 25 percent.
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SEC. 331. SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN COASTAL
STORM RISK MANAGEMENT
PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a water re-
sources development project described in
subsection (b), the Secretary shall—

(1) fund, at full Federal expense, any incre-
mental increase in cost to the project that
results from a legal requirement to use a
borrow source determined by the Secretary
to be other than the least cost option; and

(2) exclude the cost described in paragraph
(1) from the cost-benefit analysis for the
project.

(b) WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT
PROJECTS DESCRIBED.—A water resources de-
velopment project referred to in subsection
(a) is any of the following:

(1) The project for hurricane-flood protec-
tion and beach erosion control, Carolina
Beach and vicinity, North Carolina, author-
ized by section 203 of the Flood Control Act
of 1962 (76 Stat. 1182; 134 Stat. 2741).

(2) The project for hurricane-flood protec-
tion and beach erosion control, Wrightsville
Beach, North Carolina, authorized by section
203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 (76 Stat.
1182; 134 Stat. 2741).

SEC. 332. SOUTHWESTERN OREGON.

(a) SOUTHWESTERN OREGON DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘‘Southwestern Or-
egon’” means the counties of Benton, Coos,
Curry, Douglas, Lane, Linn, and Josephine,
Oregon.

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary may establish a program to provide
environmental assistance to non-Federal in-
terests in Southwestern Oregon.

(c) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance pro-
vided under this section may be in the form
of design and construction assistance for
water-related environmental infrastructure
and resource protection and development
projects in Southwestern Oregon, including
projects for wastewater treatment and re-
lated facilities, water supply and related fa-
cilities, environmental restoration, and sur-
face water resource protection and develop-
ment.

(d) OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may provide assistance for a project
under this section only if the project is pub-
licly owned.

(e) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist-
ance under this section to a non-Federal in-
terest, the Secretary shall enter into a part-
nership agreement under section 221 of the
Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b)
with the non-Federal interest with respect to
the project to be carried out with such as-
sistance.

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each partnership
agreement for a project entered into under
this subsection shall provide for the fol-
lowing:

(A) Development by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with appropriate Federal and State
officials, of a facilities or resource protec-
tion and development plan, including appro-
priate engineering plans and specifications.

(B) Establishment of such legal and insti-
tutional structures as are necessary to en-
sure the effective long-term operation of the
project by the non-Federal interest.

(3) COST SHARING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the
cost of a project carried out under this sec-
tion—

(i) shall be 75 percent; and

(ii) may be provided in the form of grants
or reimbursements of project costs.

(B) CREDIT FOR INTEREST.—In case of a
delay in the funding of the Federal share of
a project that is the subject of a partnership
agreement under this section, the non-Fed-
eral interest shall receive credit for reason-
able interest incurred in providing the non-
Federal share of the project cost.
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(C) CREDIT FOR LAND, EASEMENTS, AND
RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—Notwithstanding section
221(a)(4)(G) of the Flood Control Act of 1970
(42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)(4)(G)), the non-Federal
interest shall receive credit for land, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, and relocations toward
the non-Federal share of project cost (includ-
ing all reasonable costs associated with ob-
taining permits necessary for the construc-
tion, operation, and maintenance of the
project on publicly owned or controlled
land), but such credit may not exceed 25 per-
cent of total project costs.

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The
non-Federal share of operation and mainte-
nance costs for projects constructed with as-
sistance provided under this section shall be
100 percent.

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be
appropriated $50,000,000 to carry out this sec-
tion.

(2) CORPS OF ENGINEERS EXPENSE.—Not
more than 10 percent of the amounts made
available to carry out this section may be
used by the Corps of Engineers district of-
fices to administer projects under this sec-
tion at Federal expense.

SEC. 333. JOHN P. MURTHA LOCKS AND DAM.

(a) DESIGNATION.—Locks and Dam 4,
Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, author-
ized by section 101(18) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4803), and
commonly known as the ‘‘Charleroi Locks
and Dam”’, shall be known and designated as
the ““John P. Murtha Locks and Dam”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the locks and
dam referred to in subsection (a) shall be
deemed to be a reference to the ‘“‘John P.
Murtha Locks and Dam”.

SEC. 334. WOLF RIVER HARBOR, TENNESSEE.

Beginning on the date of enactment of this
Act, the project for navigation, Wolf River
Harbor, Tennessee, authorized by section 202
of the National Industrial Recovery Act (48
Stat. 201; 49 Stat. 1034; 72 Stat. 308), is modi-
fied to reduce, in part, the authorized dimen-
sions of the project, such that the remaining
authorized dimensions are as follows:

(1) A 250-foot-wide, 9-foot-depth channel
with a center line beginning at an approxi-
mate point of 35.139634, -90.062343 and extend-
ing approximately 1,300 feet to an approxi-
mate point of 35.142077, -90.059107.

(2) A 200-foot-wide, 9-foot-depth channel
with a center line beginning at an approxi-
mate point of 35.142077, -90.059107 and extend-
ing approximately 1,800 feet to an approxi-
mate point of 35.1467861, -90.057003.

(3) A 250-foot-wide, 9-foot-depth channel
with a center line beginning at an approxi-
mate point of 35.1467861, -90.057003 and ex-
tending approximately 5,550 feet to an ap-
proximate point of 35.160848, -90.050566.

SEC. 335. ADDICKS AND BARKER RESERVOIRS,
TEXAS.

The Secretary is authorized to provide,
pursuant to section 206 of the Flood Control
Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C. 709a), information and
advice to non-Federal interests on the re-
moval of sediment obstructing inflow chan-
nels to the Addicks and Barker Reservoirs,
authorized pursuant to the project for Buf-
falo Bayou and its tributaries, Texas, under
section 3a of the Act of August 11, 1939 (chap-
ter 699, 53 Stat. 1414; 68 Stat. 1258).

SEC. 336. NORTH PADRE ISLAND, CORPUS CHRIS-
TI BAY, TEXAS.

The project for ecosystem restoration and
storm damage reduction, North Padre Island,
Corpus Christi Bay, Texas, authorized under
section 556 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 353), shall not be
eligible for repair and restoration assistance
under section 5(a) of the Act of August 18,
1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n(a)).
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SEC. 337. CENTRAL WEST VIRGINIA.

Section 571 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 371) is amended
by striking subsection (a) and inserting the
following:

‘“‘(a) DEFINITION OF CENTRAL WEST VIR-
GINIA.—In this section, the term ‘central
West Virginia’ means the counties of Lewis,
Upshur, Randolph, Hardy, Hampshire, Mor-
gan, Berkeley, Jefferson, Hancock, Ohio,
Marshall, Wetzel, Tyler, Pleasants, Wood,
Doddridge, Monongalia, Marion, Harrison,
Taylor, Barbour, Preston, Tucker, Mineral,
Grant, Brooke, and Ritchie, West Virginia.”’.
SEC. 338. PUGET SOUND, WASHINGTON.

In carrying out the project for ecosystem
restoration, Puget Sound, Washington, au-
thorized by section 1401(4) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (130 Stat.
1713), the Secretary shall consider the re-
moval and replacement of the Highway 101
causeway and bridges at the Duckabush
River Estuary site to be a project feature,
and not a relocation, and the Federal share
of the costs of such removal and replacement
shall be 65 percent.

SEC. 339. WATER LEVEL MANAGEMENT PILOT
PROJECT ON THE UPPER MIS-
SISSIPPI RIVER AND ILLINOIS WA-
TERWAY SYSTEM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out a pilot project on water level manage-
ment, as part of the operations and mainte-
nance of the 9-foot channel projects of the
Upper Mississippi River and Illinois Water-
way System, to help redress the degrading
influences of prolonged inundation or sedi-
mentation on such projects, and to improve
the quality and quantity of habitat available
for fish and wildlife.

(b) CONDITIONS ON DRAWDOWNS.—In car-
rying out the pilot project under subsection
(a), the Secretary shall carry out routine and
systemic water level drawdowns of the pools
created by the Upper Mississippi River and
Illinois Waterway System locks and dams,
including drawdowns during the growing sea-
son, when—

(1) hydrologic conditions allow the Sec-
retary to carry out a drawdown within appli-
cable dam operating plans; or

(2) hydrologic conditions allow the Sec-
retary to carry out a drawdown and suffi-
cient funds are available to the Secretary to
carry out any additional activities that may
be required to ensure that the drawdown
does not adversely affect navigation.

(¢) COORDINATION AND NOTIFICATION.—

(1) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall use
existing coordination and consultation proc-
esses to regularly consult with other rel-
evant Federal agencies and States regarding
the planning and assessment of water level
management actions implemented under this
section.

(2) NOTIFICATION.—Prior to carrying out
any water level management plan pursuant
to this section, the Secretary shall provide
notice to the public and to navigation inter-
ests and other interested stakeholders.

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
“Upper Mississippi River and Illinois Water-
way System’ has the meaning given that
term in section 8001 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 652 note).
SEC. 340. UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER PROTEC-

TION.

Section 2010 of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (128 Stat.
1270; 132 Stat. 3812) is amended by adding at
the end the following:

‘(f) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not
recommend deauthorization of the Upper St.
Anthony Falls Lock and Dam pursuant to
the disposition study carried out under sub-
section (d) unless the Secretary identifies a
willing and capable non-Federal public enti-
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ty to assume ownership of the Upper St. An-
thony Falls Lock and Dam.

‘‘(g) MODIFICATION.—The Secretary is au-
thorized to investigate the feasibility of
modifying, prior to deauthorizing, the Upper
St. Anthony Falls Lock and Dam to add eco-
system restoration, including the prevention
and control of invasive species, water supply,
and recreation as authorized purposes.’’.

SEC. 341. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN BENEFITS
AND COSTS.

Section 152(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2213a(a)) is
amended by striking ‘“‘a flood risk manage-
ment project that incidentally generates
seismic safety benefits in regions” and in-
serting ‘‘a flood risk management or coastal
storm risk management project in a region’’.
SEC. 342. DEBRIS REMOVAL.

Section 3 of the Act of March 2, 1945 (33
U.S.C. 603a), is amended by striking ‘‘or
recreation” and inserting ‘‘ecosystem res-
toration, or recreation’.

SEC. 343. GENERAL REAUTHORIZATIONS.

(a) LEVEE SAFETY INITIATIVE.—Section
9005(g)(2)(E)(i) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 3303a(g)(2)(E)({))
is amended by striking ‘2023’ and inserting
2026,

(b) TRANSFER OF EXCESS CREDIT.—Section
1020 of the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2223) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘10 years
after the date of enactment of this Act” and
inserting ‘‘on December 31, 2026°’; and

(2) in subsection (e)(1)(B), by striking ‘10
years after the date of enactment of this
Act” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2026°°.

(c) REHABILITATION OF EXISTING LEVEES.—
Section 3017(e) of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C.
3303a note) is amended by striking ‘‘the date
that is 10 years after the date of enactment
of this Act” and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2026”°.

(d) INVASIVE SPECIES IN ALPINE LAKES
PI1LoT PROJECT.—Section 507(c) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2020 (16 U.S.C.
4701 note) is amended by striking ‘2024’ and
inserting ‘‘2026°’.

(e) ENVIRONMENTAL BANKS.—Section 309(e)
of the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protec-
tion and Restoration Act (16 U.S.C. 3957(e)) is
amended by striking ‘10’ and inserting ‘12”’.
SEC. 344. CONVEYANCES.

(a) GENERALLY APPLICABLE PROVISIONS.—

(1) SURVEY TO OBTAIN LEGAL DESCRIPTION.—
The exact acreage and the legal description
of any real property or easement to be con-
veyed under this section shall be determined
by a survey that is satisfactory to the Sec-
retary.

(2) APPLICABILITY OF PROPERTY SCREENING
PROVISIONS.—Section 2696 of title 10, United
States Code, shall not apply to any convey-
ance under this section.

(3) COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—An entity to
which a conveyance is made under this sec-
tion shall be responsible for all reasonable
and necessary costs, including real estate
transaction and environmental documenta-
tion costs, associated with the conveyance.

(4) LIABILITY.—An entity to which a con-
veyance is made under this section shall hold
the United States harmless from any liabil-
ity with respect to activities carried out, on
or after the date of the conveyance, on the
real property conveyed. The United States
shall remain responsible for any liability
with respect to activities carried out, before
such date, on the real property conveyed.

() ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—
The Secretary may require that any convey-
ance under this section be subject to such
additional terms and conditions as the Sec-
retary considers necessary and appropriate
to protect the interests of the United States.
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(b) SARDIS LAKE, PANOLA
SISSIPPI.—

(1) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary is authorized to convey to the City of
Sardis, Mississippi, all right, title, and inter-
est of the United States in and to the real
property described in paragraph (2).

(2) PROPERTY.—The property to be con-
veyed is the approximately 1,064 acres of
lying in the eastern half of Sections 12 and
13, T 8 S, R 6 W and the western half of Sec-
tion 18 and the western half of Section 7, T
8 S, R 5 W, in Panola County, Mississippi,
and being more particularly described as fol-
lows: Begin at the southeast corner of said
Section 13, run thence from said point of be-
ginning, along the south line of said Section
13, run westerly, 2,723 feet; thence run N
27°3963” W, for 1,898 feet; thence run north
2,434 feet; thence run east, 1,006 feet, more or
less, to a point on the easterly edge of Mis-
sissippi State Highway No. 315; thence run
along said easterly edge of highway, north-
erly, for 633 feet; thence leaving said easterly
edge of highway, run N 62°00" E, for 200 feet;
thence N 07°00" E, for 1,350 feet; thence N
07°00" W, for 800 feet; thence N 37°30" W for 800
feet; thence N 10°00" W for 350 feet; thence N
11°00" E, for 350 feet; thence N 43°30" E for 250
feet; thence N 88°00" E for 200 feet; thence S
64°00" E for 350 feet; thence S 25°30" E, for 650
feet, more or less, to the intersection of the
east line of the western half of the eastern
half of the northwest quarter of the south-
east quarter of the aforesaid Section 12, T 8
S, R 6 W and the 235-foot contour; thence run
along said 235-foot contour, 6,392 feet; thence
leaving said 235-foot contour, southerly 1,762
feet, more or less, to a point on the south
line of Section 7; thence S 00°28'49” E, 2,664.97
feet, more or less, to a point on the south
line of the northwest quarter of said Section
18; thence along said south line, easterly for
100 feet, more or less to the northwest corner
of the southwest quarter of said Section 18;
thence leaving said south line of said north-
west quarter, along the east line of said
southwest quarter, S 00°06'20” E, run 2,280
feet, more or less, to the southerly edge of an
existing power line right-of-way; thence
leaving said east line of said southwest quar-
ter, along said southerly edge of said power
line right-of-way, northwesterly, 300 feet,
more or less, to the easterly edge of the ex-
isting 4-H Club Road; thence leaving said
southerly edge of said power line right-of-
way, along said easterly edge of said road,
southeasterly, 420 feet, more or less, to the
south line of said southwest quarter; thence
leaving said easterly edge of said road, along
said south line of southwest quarter, west-
erly, 2,635 feet, more or less, to the point of
beginning, LESS AND EXCEPT the fol-
lowing prescribed parcel: Beginning at a
point N 00°4548” W, 302.15 feet and west,
130.14 feet from the southeast corner of said
Section 13, T 8 S, R 6 W, and running thence
S 04°35'58” W, 200.00 feet to a point on the
north side of a road; running thence with the
north side of said road, N 83°561” W, for 64.84
feet; thence N 72°26'44” W, 59.48 feet; thence N
60°31'37” W, 61.71 feet; thence N 63°35'08” W,
51.07 feet; thence N 06°47'17” W, 142.81 feet to
a point; running thence S 85°24'02” E, 254.37
feet to the point of beginning, containing
1.00 acre, more or less.

(3) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re-
serve and retain from the conveyance under
this subsection such easements, rights-of-
way, and other interests that the Secretary
determines to be necessary and appropriate
to ensure the continued operation of the Sar-
dis Lake project, authorized by section 6 of
the Act of May 15, 1928 (chapter 569, 45 Stat.
536).

(B) FLOODING; LIABILITY.—In addition to
any easements, rights-of-way, and other in-

COUNTY, MIis-
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terests reserved an retained under subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary—

(i) shall retain the right to flood land for
downstream flood control purposes on—

(I) the land located east of Blackjack Road
and below 301.0 feet above sea level; and

(IT) the land located west of Blackjack
Road and below 224.0 feet above sea level;
and

(ii) shall not be liable for any reasonable
damage resulting from any flooding of land
pursuant to clause (i).

(4) DEED.—The Secretary shall—

(A) convey the property under this section
by quitclaim deed under such terms and con-
ditions as the Secretary determines appro-
priate to protect the interests of the United
States; and

(B) ensure that such deed includes a per-
manent restriction that all future building
of above-ground structures on the land con-
veyed under this subsection shall be re-
stricted to areas lying at or above 301.0 feet
above sea level.

(5) CONSIDERATION.—The City of Sardis,
Mississippi, shall pay to the Secretary an
amount that is not less than the fair market
value of the property conveyed under this
subsection, as determined by the Secretary.

(6) NOTICE AND REPORTING.—After con-
veying property under this subsection, the
Secretary shall submit to the City of Sardis,
Mississippi—

(A) weekly reports describing—

(i) the water level of Sardis Lake, as in ef-
fect on the date of submission of the report;

(ii) any applicable forecasts of that water
level; and

(iii) any other information that may affect
land conveyed under this subsection; and

(B) a timely notice of any anticipated
flooding of a portion of the land conveyed
under this subsection.

(¢) ROGERS COUNTY, OKLAHOMA.—

(1) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary is authorized to convey to the City of
Tulsa-Rogers County Port Authority, all
right, title, and interest of the United States
in and to the real property described in para-
graph (2).

(2) PROPERTY.—The property to be con-
veyed under this subsection is the approxi-
mately 176 acres of Federal land located on
the following 3 parcels in Rogers County,
Oklahoma:

(A) Parcel 1 consists of U.S. tract 119 (par-
tial), U.S. tract 123, U.S. tract 120, U.S. tract
125, and U.S. tract 118 (partial).

(B) Parcel 2 consists of U.S. tract 124 (par-
tial) and U.S. tract 128 (partial).

(C) Parcel 3 consists of U.S. tract 128 (par-
tial).

(3) RESERVATION OF RIGHTS.—The Secretary
shall reserve and retain from any convey-
ance under this subsection such easements,
rights-of-way, and other interests that the
Secretary determines to be necessary and ap-
propriate to ensure the continued operation
of the McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River navi-
gation project (including Newt Graham Lock
and Dam 18) authorized under the com-
prehensive plan for the Arkansas River Basin
by the Act of June 28, 1938 (chapter 795, 52
Stat. 1218; 60 Stat. 634; 60 Stat. 647; 101 Stat.
1329-112; 117 Stat. 1842).

(4) DEED.—The Secretary shall convey the
property under this subsection by quitclaim
deed under such terms and conditions as the
Secretary determines appropriate to protect
the interests of the United States.

(5) CONSIDERATION.—The City of Tulsa-Rog-
ers County Port Authority shall pay to the
Secretary an amount that is not less than
the fair market value of the property con-
veyed under this subsection, as determined
by the Secretary.

(d) REGIONAL CORPS OF ENGINEERS OFFICE,
CORPUS CHRISTI, TEXAS.—
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(1) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—At such time
as new facilities are available to be used as
the office for the Galveston District of the
Corps of Engineers, the Secretary shall con-
vey to the Port of Corpus Christi, all right,
title, and interest of the United States in
and to the property described in paragraph
(2).

(2) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The prop-
erty referred to in paragraph (1) is the land
known as Tract 100 and Tract 101, including
improvements on that land, in Corpus Chris-
ti, Texas, and described as follows:

(A) TRACT 100.—The 1.89 acres, more or less,
as conveyed by the Nueces County Naviga-
tion District No. 1 of Nueces County, Texas,
to the United States by instrument dated
October 16, 1928, and recorded at Volume 193,
pages 1 and 2, in the Deed Records of Nueces
County, Texas.

(B) TRACT 101.—The 0.53 acres as conveyed
by the City of Corpus Christi, Nueces Coun-
ty, Texas, to the United States by instru-
ment dated September 24, 1971, and recorded
at Volume 318, pages 523 and 524, in the Deed
Records of Nueces County, Texas.

(C) IMPROVEMENTS.—

(i) Main Building (RPUID AO-C-3516), con-
structed January 9, 1974.

(ii) Garage, vehicle with 5 bays (RPUID
AO-C-3517), constructed January 9, 1985.

(iii) Bulkhead, Upper (RPUID AO-C-2658),
constructed January 1, 1941.

(iv) Bulkhead, Lower (RPUID AO-C-3520),
constructed January 1, 1933.

(v) Bulkhead Fence (RPUID AO-C-3521),
constructed January 9, 1985.

(vi) Bulkhead Fence (RPUID AO-C-3522),
constructed January 9, 1985.

(3) DEED.—The Secretary shall convey the
property under this subsection by quitclaim
deed under such terms and conditions as the
Secretary determines appropriate to protect
the interests of the United States.

(4) CONSIDERATION.—The Port of Corpus
Christi shall pay to the Secretary an amount
that is not less than the fair market value of
the property (including improvements) con-
veyed under this subsection, as determined
by the Secretary.

SEC. 345. ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE.

(a) NEW PROJECTS.—Section 219(f) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1992
(106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336; 121 Stat. 1258) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

¢“(274) CHANDLER, ARIZONA.—$18,750,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure in the
city of Chandler, Arizona.

‘“(275) PINAL COUNTY, ARIZONA.—$40,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure in
Pinal County, Arizona.

‘“(276) TEMPE, ARIZONA.—$37,500,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water reclamation and groundwater re-
charge, for the City of Tempe, Arizona.

‘“(277) BELL  GARDENS, CALIFORNIA.—
$12,500,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water recycling and
water supply, in the city of Bell Gardens,
California.

¢“(278) CALIMESA, CALIFORNIA.—$3,500,000 for
stormwater management and water supply
infrastructure, including groundwater re-
charge and water recycling, in the city of
Calimesa, California.

‘(279) COMPTON CREEK, CALIFORNIA.—
$6,165,000 for stormwater management infra-
structure in the vicinity of Compton Creek,
city of Compton, California.

‘‘(280) DOWNEY, CALIFORNIA.—$100,000,000 for
water infrastructure, including water supply,
in the city of Downey, California.

¢“(281) LOMITA, CALIFORNIA.—$4,716,600 for
stormwater management infrastructure in
the city of Lomita, California.

‘“(282) EAST SAN DIEGO COUNTY, CALI-
FORNIA.—$70,000,000 for water and wastewater
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infrastructure, including water recycling and
water supply, in East County, San Diego
County, California.

¢“(283) EASTERN LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALI-
FORNIA.—$25,000,000 for the planning, design,
and construction of water and wastewater
infrastructure, including water recycling and
water supply, for the cities of Azusa, Bald-
win Park, Covina, Duarte, E1 Monte, Glen-
dora, Industry, Irwindale, La Puente, La
Verne, Monrovia, San Dimas, and West Co-
vina, and for Avocado Heights, Bassett, and
Valinda, California.

‘“(284) ESCONDIDO CREEK, CALIFORNIA.—
$34,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the vicinity of Escondido Creek,
city of Escondido, California.

‘‘(285) FONTANA, CALIFORNIA.—$16,000,000 for
stormwater management infrastructure in
the city of Fontana, California.

¢‘(286) HEALDSBURG, CALIFORNIA.—$23,500,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water recycling and water supply, in
the city of Healdsburg, California.

‘“(287) INLAND EMPIRE, CALIFORNIA.—
$60,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply, in River-
side County and San Bernardino County,
California.

‘“(288) MARIN  COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—
$28,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply, in Marin
County, California.

¢(289) MAYWOOD, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000
for wastewater infrastructure in the city of
Maywood, California.

‘(290) MONTEREY PENINSULA, CALIFORNIA.—
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, and water supply, on the Mon-
terey Peninsula, California.

‘(291) NORTH RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA.—
$45,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including coastal flooding resil-
ience measures for such infrastructure, in
North Richmond, California.

‘“(292) ONTARIO, CALIFORNIA.—$40,700,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water recycling and water supply, in the
city of Ontario, California.

¢(293) PARAMOUNT, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the city
of Paramount, California.

‘(294) PETALUMA, CALIFORNIA.—$13,700,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water recycling, in the city of
Petaluma, California.

‘(295) RIALTO, CALIFORNIA.—$27,500,000 for
wastewater infrastructure in the city of Ri-
alto, California.

‘(296) RINCON RESERVATION, CALIFORNIA.—
$38,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure on the Rincon Band of Luiseno In-
dians reservation, California.

“(297) SACRAMENTO-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA,
CALIFORNIA.—$50,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure (including stormwater
management), water supply and related fa-
cilities, environmental restoration, and sur-
face water protection and development, in-
cluding flooding resilience measures for such
infrastructure, in Contra Costa County, San
Joaquin County, Solano County, Sacramento
County, and Yolo County, California.

¢“(298) SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA.—
$270,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment and water recycling, at the San Fran-
cisco International Airport, California.

€“(299) SAN JOAQUIN AND STANISLAUS, CALI-
FORNIA.—$200,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater
management, and water supply, in San Joa-
quin County and Stanislaus County, Cali-
fornia.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

€“(300) SANTA ROSA, CALIFORNIA.—$19,400,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in
the city of Santa Rosa California.

“4(301) SIERRA MADRE, CALIFORNIA.—
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, and water supply, including earth-
quake resilience measures for such infra-
structure and water supply, in the city of Si-
erra Madre, California.

¢“(302) SMITH RIVER, CALIFORNIA.—$25,000,000
for wastewater infrastructure in Howonquet
Village and Resort and Tolowa Dee-ni’ Na-
tion, Smith River, California.

‘(303) TORRANCE, CALIFORNIA.—$100,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding groundwater recharge and water sup-
ply, in the city of Torrance, California.

‘“(304) WESTERN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA.—$15,000,000 for wastewater infra-
structure in the cities of Pinole, San Pablo,
and Richmond, and in El Sobrante, Cali-
fornia.

““(305) HEBRON, CONNECTICUT.—$3,700,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure in the
town of Hebron, Connecticut.

“4(306) NEW LONDON, CONNECTICUT.—
$16,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure in
the town of Bozrah and the City of Norwich,
Connecticut.

‘“(807) WINDHAM, CONNECTICUT.—$18,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure in
the town of Windham, Connecticut.

‘“(308) NEW CASTLE, DELAWARE.—$35,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in New
Castle County, Delaware.

““(309) WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA.—$1,000,000 for water and wastewater in-
frastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in Washington, District of Columbia.

‘“(310) LONGBOAT KEY, FLORIDA.—$12,750,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure in
the town of Longboat Key, Florida.

““(311) MARTIN, ST. LUCIE, AND PALM BEACH
COUNTIES, FLORIDA.—$100,000,000 for water
and wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, to improve water
quality in the St. Lucie River, Indian River
Lagoon, and Lake Worth Lagoon in Martin
County, St. Lucie County, and Palm Beach
County, Florida.

“(312) POLK COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$10,000,000
for wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in Polk County,
Florida.

‘“(313) OKEECHOBEE COUNTY, FLORIDA.—
$20,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure in
Okeechobee County, Florida.

‘“(314) ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$50,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water reclamation and water supply,
in Orange County, Florida.

“(315) GuAM.—$10,000,000 for water and
wastewater infrastructure in Guam.

‘“(316) COUNTY OF HAWAI'I, HAWAIL—
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the County of Hawai‘i, Hawaii.

“(317) HONOLULU, HAWAIIL.—$20,000,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, in the City and
County of Honolulu, Hawaii.

“(318) KAUA'I, HAWAIL.—$20,000,000 for water
and wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the County of
Kaua‘i, Hawaii.

““(319) MAUI, HAWAIL.—$20,000,000 for water
and wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the County of
Maui, Hawadii.

‘“(320) DIXMOOR, ILLINOIS.—$15,000,000 for
water and water supply infrastructure in the
village of Dixmoor, Illinois.

‘(321) FOREST PARK, ILLINOIS.—$10,000,000
for wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the village of
Forest Park, Illinois.
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‘(322) LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—$10,000,000
for wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in Lake County,
Illinois.

‘(323) LEMONT,
water infrastructure
Lemont, Illinois.

¢“(324) LOCKPORT, ILLINOIS.—$6,550,000 for
wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the city of
Lockport, Illinois.

¢“(325) MONTGOMERY AND CHRISTIAN COUN-
TIES, ILLINOIS.—$30,000,000 for water and
wastewater infrastructure, including water
supply, in Montgomery County and Christian
County, Illinois.

¢“(326) WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—$30,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-

ILLINOIS.—$3,135,000 for
in the village of

cluding stormwater management, in Will
County, Illinois.
(827 ORLEANS PARISH, LOUISIANA.—

$100,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in Orleans Parish, Louisiana.

¢(328) FITCHBURG, MASSACHUSETTS.—
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows),
in the city of Fitchburg, Massachusetts.

¢(329) HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS.—
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows),
in the city of Haverhill, Massachusetts.

£4(330) LAWRENCE, MASSACHUSETTS.—
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows),
in the city of Lawrence, Massachusetts.

¢“(331) LOWELL, MASSACHUSETTS.—$20,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management (including
combined sewer overflows), in the city of
Lowell, Massachusetts.

¢(332) METHUEN, MASSACHUSETTS.—
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows),
in the city of Methuen, Massachusetts.

¢“(333) BOONSBORO, MARYLAND.—$5,000,000
for water infrastructure, including water
supply, in the town of Boonsboro, Maryland.

¢“(334) BRUNSWICK, MARYLAND.—$15,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure in
the city of Brunswick, Maryland.

¢“(335) CASCADE CHARTER TOWNSHIP, MICHI-
GAN.—$7,200,000 for water and wastewater in-
frastructure in Cascade Charter Township,
Michigan.

4(336) MAcoMB COUNTY, MICHIGAN.—
$40,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in
Macomb County, Michigan.

‘(337) NORTHFIELD, MINNESOTA.—$33,450,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure in
the city of Northfield, Minnesota.

¢“(338) CENTERTOWN, MISSOURI.—$15,900,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure in
the village of Centertown, Missouri.

¢“(339) ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI.—$45,000,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure in the
city of St. Louis, Missouri.

‘“(340) ST. LOUIS COUNTY, MISSOURL—
$45,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in St. Louis County, Missouri.

‘“(341) MERIDIAN, MISSISSIPPI.—$10,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the city
of Meridian, Mississippi.

¢“(342) OXFORD, MISSISSIPPI.—$10,000,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, in the City of
Oxford, Mississippi.

‘“(343) MANCHESTER, NEW HAMPSHIRE.—
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows),
in the city of Manchester, New Hampshire.
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‘“(344) BAYONNE, NEW JERSEY.—$825,000 for
wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management (including com-
bined sewer overflows), in the city of Ba-
yonne, New Jersey.

‘‘(345) CAMDEN, NEW JERSEY.—$119,000,000
for wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the city of Cam-
den, New Jersey.

‘‘(346) ESSEX AND SUSSEX COUNTIES, NEW
JERSEY.—$60,000,000 for water and wastewater
infrastructure, including water supply, in
Essex County and Sussex County, New Jer-
sey.

¢“(347) FLEMINGTON, NEW JERSEY.—$4,500,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply, in the Borough of
Flemington, New Jersey.

¢“(348) JEFFERSON, NEW JERSEY.—$90,000,000
for wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in Jefferson Town-
ship, New Jersey.

¢“(349) KEARNY, NEW JERSEY.—$69,900,000 for
wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management (including com-
bined sewer overflows), in the town of Kear-
ny, New Jersey.

¢“(350) LONG HILL, NEW JERSEY.—$7,500,000
for wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in Long Hill Town-
ship, New Jersey.

‘“(361) MORRIS COUNTY, NEW JERSEY.—
$30,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in Morris County, New Jersey.

¢“(3562) PASSAIC, NEW JERSEY.—$1,000,000 for
wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in Passaic County,
New Jersey.

£4(353) PHILLIPSBURG, NEW JERSEY.—
$2,600,000 for wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the
town of Phillipsburg, New Jersey.

¢“(3564) RAHWAY, NEW JERSEY.—$3,250,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure in the
city of Rahway, New Jersey.

¢“(355) ROSELLE, NEW JERSEY.—$5,000,000 for
wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the Borough of
Roselle, New Jersey.

¢“(356) SOUTH ORANGE VILLAGE, NEW JER-
SEY.—$7,500,000 for water infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply, in the Township of
South Orange Village, New Jersey.

¢(357) SUMMIT, NEW JERSEY.—$1,000,000 for
wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the city of Sum-
mit, New Jersey.

¢“(368) WARREN, NEW JERSEY.—$4,550,000 for
wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in Warren Town-
ship, New Jersey.

¢(359) ESPANOLA, NEW MEXICO.—$21,995,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure in
the city of Espanola, New Mexico.

£(360) FARMINGTON, NEW MEXICO.—
$15,500,000 for water infrastructure, including
water supply, in the city of Farmington, New
Mexico.

‘“(361) MORA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.—
$2,874,000 for wastewater infrastructure in
Mora County, New Mexico.

‘‘(362) SANTA FE, NEW MEXIC0.—$20,700,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water reclamation, in the city of
Santa Fe, New Mexico.

¢“(363) CLARKSTOWN, NEW YORK.—$14,600,000
for wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the town of
Clarkstown, New York.

‘‘(364) GENESEE, NEW YORK.—$85,000,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management and water sup-
ply, in Genesee County, New York.

‘“(365) QUEENS, NEW YORK.—$119,200,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management (including com-
bined sewer overflows), in Queens, New York.
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€“(366) YORKTOWN, NEW YORK.—$40,000,000 for
wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the town of
Yorktown, New York.

‘“(367) BRUNSWICK, OHIO.—$4,510,000 for
wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the city of

Brunswick, Ohio.

€“(368) BROOKINGS, OREGON.—$2,000,000 for
wastewater infrastructure in the City of
Brookings and the Port of Brookings Harbor,
Oregon.

‘(369) MONROE, OREGON.—$6,000,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure in the
city of Monroe, Oregon.

‘(370) NEWPORT, OREGON.—$60,000,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply and water storage, in the
city of Newport, Oregon.

¢“(371) LANE COUNTY, OREGON.—$25,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply and storage, distribu-
tion, and treatment systems, in Lane Coun-
ty, Oregon.

‘(872) PALMYRA, PENNSYLVANIA.—$36,300,000
for wastewater infrastructure in Palmyra
Township, Pennsylvania.

“(873) PIKE COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.—
$10,000,000 for water and stormwater manage-
ment infrastructure, including water supply,
in Pike County, Pennsylvania.

“(374) PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA.—
$20,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the city
of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.

““(375) POCONO, PENNSYLVANIA.—$22,000,000
for water and wastewater infrastructure in
Pocono Township, Pennsylvania.

“(376) WESTFALL, PENNSYLVANIA.—
$16,880,000 for wastewater infrastructure in
Westfall Township, Pennsylvania.

“377) WHITEHALL, PENNSYLVANIA.—
$6,000,000 for stormwater management infra-
structure in Whitehall Township and South
Whitehall Township, Pennsylvania.

“(378) BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA.—
$7,462,000 for stormwater management infra-
structure in Beaufort County, South Caro-
lina.

‘(379) CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA.—
$25,583,000 for wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the city
of Charleston, South Carolina.

€“(380) MOUNT PLEASANT, SOUTH CAROLINA.—
$7,822,000 for wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the
town of Mount Pleasant, South Carolina.

¢“(381) PORTLAND, TENNESSEE.—$1,850,000 for
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply, in the city of Portland,
Tennessee.

€4(382) SMITH COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—
$19,500,000 for wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in Smith
County, Tennessee.

‘“(383) TROUSDALE, MACON, AND SUMNER
COUNTIES, TENNESSEE.—$178,000,000 for water
and wastewater infrastructure in Trousdale
County, Macon County, and Sumner County,
Tennessee.

“(384) VIRGIN ISLANDS.—$1,584,000 for waste-
water infrastructure in the United States
Virgin Islands.

€/(385) BONNEY  LAKE, WASHINGTON.—
$3,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in the city of Bonney Lake, Wash-
ington.

‘“(386) BURIEN, WASHINGTON.—$5,000,000 for
stormwater management infrastructure in
the city of Burien, Washington.

‘“(387) ELLENSBURG, WASHINGTON.—$3,000,000
for wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, in the city of
Ellensburg, Washington.

£4(388) NORTH BEND, WASHINGTON.—
$30,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the city
of North Bend, Washington.
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‘“(389) PORT ANGELES, WASHINGTON.—
$7,500,000 for wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the City
and Port of Port Angeles, Washington.

¢“(390) SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON.—
$56,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply, in Snoho-
mish County, Washington.

‘(391) WESTERN WASHINGTON STATE.—
$200,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, water supply, and conservation, in
Chelan County, King County, Kittitas Coun-
ty, Pierce County, Snohomish County,
Skagit County, and Whatcom County, Wash-
ington.

‘(392) MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN.—$4,500,000
for wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management (including com-
bined sewer overflows), in the city of Mil-
waukee, Wisconsin.”’.

(b) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS.—

(1) CONSISTENCY WITH REPORTS.—Congress
finds that the project modifications de-
scribed in this subsection are in accordance
with the reports submitted to Congress by
the Secretary under section 7001 of the Water
Resources Reform and Development Act of
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d), titled ‘“Report to Con-
gress on Future Water Resources Develop-
ment’’, or have otherwise been reviewed by
Congress.

(2) MODIFICATIONS.—

(A) SACRAMENTO AREA, CALIFORNIA.—Sec-
tion 219(f)(23) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat.
336; 117 Stat. 1840; 134 Stat. 2718) is amended
by striking ‘“‘Suburban’’.

(B) LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—Sec-
tion 219(f)(93) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat.
336; 117 Stat. 1840; 121 Stat. 1259) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking °$3,000,000 and inserting
¢<$103,000,000°";

(ii) by striking ‘“‘wastewater and water re-
lated infrastructure,” and inserting ‘‘water
and wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management,’’; and

(iii) by inserting ‘‘Dominguez Channel,
Santa Clarita Valley,” after ‘“‘La Habra
Heights,”.

(C) BOULDER COUNTY, COLORADO.—Section
219(£)(109) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334;
114 Stat. 2763A-220) is amended by striking
¢‘$10,000,000 for water supply infrastructure”
and inserting ‘‘$20,000,000 for water and
wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management and water supply’’.

(D) CHARLOTTE COUNTY, FLORIDA.—Section
219(f)(121) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336;
121 Stat. 1261) is amended by striking
¢$3,000,000 for’’ and inserting “$33,000,000 for
wastewater and’.

(E) MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA.—Section
219(£)(128) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336;
121 Stat. 1261) is amended by striking
‘$6,250,000 for’’ and inserting ‘“$190,250,000 for
wastewater infrastructure, including”’.

(F') ALBANY, GEORGIA.—Section 219(f)(130) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336; 121 Stat.
1261) is amended by striking ‘‘$4,000,000 for a
storm drainage system,” and inserting
¢“$109,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure,
including stormwater management (includ-
ing combined sewer overflows),”’.

(G) ATLANTA, GEORGIA.—Section 219(e)(5) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 110 Stat. 3757; 113 Stat.
334) is amended by striking ‘‘$25,000,000’" and
inserting ‘*$75,000,000°".

(H) EAST POINT, GEORGIA.—Section
219(f)(136) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336;
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121 Stat. 1261) is amended by striking
‘$5,000,000 for’’ and inserting ‘$15,000,000 for
stormwater management and other’.

@D COOK  COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—Section
219(f)(564) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336;
114 Stat. 2763A-220) is amended by striking
‘$35,000,000 for’ and inserting ‘$100,000,000
for wastewater infrastructure, including
stormwater management, and other’’.

(J) CALUMET REGION, INDIANA.—Section
219(f)(12)(A) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336;
117 Stat. 1843; 121 Stat. 1225) is amended by
striking €“$100,000,000*” and inserting
‘$125,000,000°".

(K) BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA.—Section
219(£)(21) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336;
114 Stat. 2763A-220; 121 Stat. 1226) is amended
by striking ¢$35,000,000° and inserting
¢<$90,000,000"".

(L)) SOUTH CENTRAL PLANNING AND DEVELOP-
MENT COMMISSION, LOUISIANA.—Section
219(f)(153) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336;
121 Stat. 1262) is amended by striking
‘$2,500,000”” and inserting ‘“$12,500,000"".

(M) ST. CHARLES, ST. BERNARD,
PLAQUEMINES, ST. JOHN THE BAPTIST, ST.
JAMES, AND ASSUMPTION PARISHES, LOU-
ISIANA.—

(i) ST. CHARLES, ST. BERNARD, AND

PLAQUEMINES PARISHES, LOUISIANA.—Section
219(c)(33) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334;
114 Stat. 2763A-219) is amended by striking
“Water and wastewater infrastructure” and
inserting ‘“Water supply and wastewater in-
frastructure, including stormwater infra-
structure’.

(ii) ST. JOHN THE BAPTIST, ST. JAMES, AND
ASSUMPTION PARISHES, LOUISIANA.—Section
219(c)(34) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334;
114 Stat. 2763A-219) is amended—

(I) in the paragraph heading, by striking
“BAPTIST AND ST. JAMES” and inserting
“BAPTIST, ST. JAMES, AND ASSUMPTION"’; and

(IT) by striking ‘“‘Baptist and St. James”
and inserting ‘‘Baptist, St. James, and As-
sumption”’.

(iii) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR
CONSTRUCTION ASSISTANCE.—Section 219(e) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 110 Stat. 3757; 113 Stat.
334; 121 Stat. 1192) is amended—

(I) by striking the ‘“‘and” at the end of
paragraph (16);

(IT) by striking the period at the end of
paragraph (17) and inserting a semicolon; and

(IIT) by adding at the end the following:

“(18) $70,000,000 for the project described in
subsection (c¢)(33); and

““(19) $36,000,000 for the project described in
subsection (c)(34).”.

(N) MICHIGAN COMBINED SEWER OVER-
FLOWS.—Section 219(f)(157) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4835; 113 Stat. 336; 121 Stat. 1262) is amended
by striking ‘‘correction of combined sewer
overflows” and inserting ‘‘water and waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater
management (including correction of com-
bined sewer overflows)” .

(O) ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.—
Section 219(f)(66)(A) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113
Stat. 336; 114 Stat. 2763A-221; 121 Stat. 1240) is
amended by striking ‘$20,000,000 for’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$30,000,000 for wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, and other”.

(P) LAKES MARION AND MOULTRIE, SOUTH
CAROLINA.—Section 219(f)(25) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4835; 113 Stat. 336; 114 Stat. 2763A-220; 117
Stat. 1838; 130 Stat. 1677; 132 Stat. 3818; 134
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Stat. 2719) is amended by striking
¢“$110,000,000” and inserting ‘“$165,000,000°".

(Q) EASTERN SHORE AND SOUTHWEST VIR-
GINIA.—Section 219(f)(10)(A) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4835; 113 Stat. 336; 121 Stat. 1255) is amended
by striking $20,000,000” and inserting
‘$52,000,000"".

(3) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION.—Notwith-
standing the operation of section 6001(e) of
the Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act of 2014 (as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016), any
project included on a list published by the
Secretary pursuant to such section the au-
thorization for which is amended by this sub-
section remains authorized to be carried out
by the Secretary.

SEC. 346. ADDITIONAL ASSISTANCE FOR CRIT-
ICAL PROJECTS.

(a) CONSISTENCY WITH REPORTS.—Congress
finds that the project modifications de-
scribed in this section are in accordance with
the reports submitted to Congress by the
Secretary under section 7001 of the Water
Resources Reform and Development Act of
2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d), titled ‘‘Report to Con-
gress on Future Water Resources Develop-
ment’’, or have otherwise been reviewed by
Congress.

(b) PROJECTS.—

(1) CHESAPEAKE BAY.—Section 510(a)(2) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1996 (110 Stat. 3759; 121 Stat. 1202; 128 Stat.
1317) is amended—

(A) by inserting ‘‘infrastructure and’ be-
fore ‘‘resource protection’’;

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (E) and
(F) as subparagraphs (G) and (H), respec-
tively; and

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the
following:

‘“(E) wastewater treatment and related fa-
cilities;

‘“(F) water supply and related facilities;”’.

(2) NEW YORK CITY WATERSHED.—Section
5562(a)(2) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3780) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘design and construction
assistance’ and inserting ‘‘design, repair, re-
placement, and construction assistance’’;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘treatment, and distribu-
tion facilities”” and inserting ‘‘treatment,
stormwater management, and water dis-
tribution facilities’.

(3) SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA.—Section
566 of the Water Resources Development Act
of 1996 (110 Stat. 3786; 113 Stat. 352) is amend-
ed—

(A) by striking the section heading and in-
serting ‘‘SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA AND
LOWER DELAWARE RIVER BASIN.”’;

(B) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘and the
Lower Delaware River Basin’ after ‘‘south-
eastern Pennsylvania’’;

(C) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘south-
eastern Pennsylvania, including projects for
waste water treatment and related facili-
ties,” and inserting ‘‘southeastern Pennsyl-
vania and the Lower Delaware River Basin,
including projects for wastewater treatment
and related facilities (including sewer over-
flow infrastructure improvements and other
stormwater management),’’;

(D) by amending subsection (g) to read as
follows:

‘‘(g) AREAS DEFINED.—In this section:

‘(1) LOWER DELAWARE RIVER BASIN.—The
term ‘Lower Delaware River Basin’ means
the Schuylkill Valley, Upper Estuary, Lower
Estuary, and Delaware Bay subwatersheds of
the Delaware River Basin in the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania and the States of
New Jersey and Delaware.

‘(2) SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA.—The
term ‘southeastern Pennsylvania’ means
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Philadelphia, Bucks, Chester, Delaware, and
Montgomery Counties, Pennsylvania.’’; and

(E) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘to carry
out this section $25,000,000" and inserting
¢‘$50,000,000 to provide assistance under this
section to non-Federal interests in south-
eastern Pennsylvania, and $20,000,000 to pro-
vide assistance under this section to non-
Federal interests in the Lower Delaware
River Basin”.

(4) FLORIDA KEYS WATER QUALITY IMPROVE-
MENTS, FLORIDA.—Section 109 of division B of
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2001
(Public Law 106-554, appendix D, 114 Stat.
2763A-222; 121 Stat. 1217) is amended, in sub-
section (f), by striking ¢$100,000,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$200,000,000"".

(5) NORTHEASTERN MINNESOTA.—Section
569(h) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 368; 121 Stat. 1232) is
amended by striking ‘‘$54,000,000’ and insert-
ing ‘*$80,000,000"".

(6) MISSISSIPPI.—Section 592 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1999 (113 Stat.
379; 117 Stat. 1837; 121 Stat. 1233; 123 Stat.
2851) is amended—

(A) in subsection (b), by striking ‘“‘and sur-
face water resource protection and develop-
ment’’ and inserting ‘‘surface water resource
protection and development, stormwater
management, and drainage systems’’; and

(B) in subsection (g), by striking
¢‘$200,000,000’” and inserting ‘‘$300,000,000.

(7) LAKE TAHOE BASIN RESTORATION, NEVADA
AND CALIFORNIA.—Section 108(g) of division C
of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2005
(Public Law 108-447; 118 Stat. 2942) is amend-
ed by striking ‘$25,000,000” and inserting
¢°$50,000,000°".

(8) CENTRAL NEW MEXICO.—Section 593 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1999 (113 Stat. 380; 119 Stat. 2255) is amend-
ed—

(A) in subsection (a),
‘“Colfax,”” before ‘‘Sandoval’’;

(B) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘water
reuse,”’ after ‘‘conservation,’’; and

(C) in subsection (h), by striking
¢‘$50,000,000” and inserting *“$100,000,000*".

(9) SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA.—Section
313(g)(1) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4845; 109 Stat. 407;
110 Stat. 3723; 113 Stat. 310; 117 Stat. 142; 121
Stat. 1146; 134 Stat. 2719) is amended by
striking :$400,000,000*” and inserting
¢‘$410,000,000°".

(10) OHIO AND NORTH DAKOTA.—Section 594
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1999 (113 Stat. 381; 119 Stat. 2261; 121 Stat.
1140; 121 Stat. 1944) is amended in subsection
(h), by striking ‘‘$240,000,000”’ and inserting
¢°$250,000,000°".

(11) TEXAS.—Section 5138 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2007 (121 Stat.
1250) is amended, in subsection (g), by strik-
ing “$40,000,000” and inserting ‘$80,000,000"".

(12) LAKE CHAMPLAIN, VERMONT AND NEW
YORK.—Section 542 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2671; 121
Stat. 1150; 134 Stat. 2652) is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(2)(C), by striking
“planning”’ and inserting ‘‘clean water infra-
structure planning, design, and construc-
tion’’; and

(B) in subsection (g), by striking
¢‘$32,000,000” and inserting *‘$50,000,000"".

(13) WESTERN RURAL WATER.—Section 595 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1999 (113 Stat. 383; 117 Stat. 139; 117 Stat. 142;
117 Stat. 1836; 118 Stat. 440; 121 Stat. 1219; 123
Stat. 2851; 128 Stat. 1316; 130 Stat. 1681; 134
Stat. 2719) is amended—

by inserting

(A) in subsection (i)(1), by striking
‘$435,000,000”" and inserting $800,000,000";
and

(B) in subsection (i)(2), by striking

¢°$150,000,000°" and inserting ‘‘$200,000,000".
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(c) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION.—Notwith-
standing the operation of section 6001(e) of
the Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act of 2014 (as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016), any
project included on a list published by the
Secretary pursuant to such section the au-
thorization for which is amended by this sec-
tion remains authorized to be carried out by
the Secretary.

SEC. 347. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON LEASE AGREE-
MENT.

It is the sense of Congress that the lease
agreement for land and water areas within
the Prado Flood Control Basin Project Area
entered into between the Secretary and the
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City of Corona, California, for operations of
the Corona Municipal Airport (Recreation
Lease No. DACW09-1-67-60), is a valid lease
of land at a water resources development
project under section 4 of the Act of Decem-
ber 22, 1944 (16 U.S.C. 460d).

SEC. 348. FLOOD CONTROL AND OTHER PUR-

POSES.
Section 103(k)(4)(B) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C.

2213(k)(4)(B)) is amended by striking 2023
and inserting ‘‘2032”.
TITLE IV—WATER RESOURCES
INFRASTRUCTURE
SEC. 401. PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS.
The following projects for water resources
development and conservation and other pur-
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poses, as identified in the reports titled ‘‘Re-
port to Congress on Future Water Resources
Development’ submitted to Congress pursu-
ant to section 7001 of the Water Resources
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (33
U.S.C. 2282d) or otherwise reviewed by Con-
gress, are authorized to be carried out by the
Secretary substantially in accordance with
the plans, and subject to the conditions, de-
scribed in the respective reports or decision
documents designated in this section:
(1) NAVIGATION.—

C.
D
B. Date of Lo
A. State Name Report of Estcl(r)r:ged
Chief of Engineers
1. AK Elim Subsistence Harbor | March 12, 2021 Federal: $74,905,000
Study, Elim Non-Federal: $1,896,000
Total: $76,801,000
2. CA Port of Long Beach Deep Draft | October 14, 2021 and Federal: $73,533,500
Navigation, Los Angeles May 31, 2022 Non-Federal: $74,995,500
County Total: $148,529,000
3. GA Brunswick Harbor Modifica- | March 11, 2022 Federal: $10,774,500
tions, Glynn County Non-Federal: $3,594,500
Total: $14,369,000
4. WA Tacoma Harbor Navigation | May 26, 2022 Federal: $120,701,000
Improvement Project Non-Federal: $174,627,000
Total: $295,328,000
(2) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT.—
C. D
B. Date of L
A. State Name Report of Esg{;:::ed
Chief of Engineers
1. AL Selma Flood Risk Manage- | October 7, 2021 Federal: $15,533,100
ment and Bank Stabilization Non-Federal: $8,363,900
Total: $23,897,000
2. AL Valley Creek Flood Risk Man- | October 29, 2021 Federal: $17,725,000
agement, Bessemer and Bir- Non-Federal: $9,586,000
mingham Total: $27,311,000
3. CA Lower Cache Creek, Yolo |dJune 21, 2021 Federal: $215,152,000
County, Woodland and Vi- Non-Federal: $115,851,000
cinity Total: $331,003,000
4. NE Papillion Creek and Tribu- | January 24, 2022 Federal: $91,491,400
taries Lakes Non-Federal: $52,156,300
Total: $143,647,700
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C.
D.
B. Date of .
A. State Name Report of Es%(l)l:;;l;ed
Chief of Engineers
5. OR Portland Metro Levee System | August 20, 2021 Federal: $77,111,100

Non-Federal: $41,521,300
Total: $118,632,400

(3) HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RISK RE-
DUCTION.—

C.
AS B Date off D. d
. State - Report o Estimate
Name Chief of Costs
Engineers
1.CT Fairfield and New Haven | January 19, 2021 Federal: $92,937,000
Counties Coastal Storm Risk Non-Federal: $50,043,000
Management Total: $142,980,000
2. FL Florida Keys, Monroe County, | September 24, 2021 Federal: $1,513,531,000
Coastal Storm Risk Manage- Non-Federal: $814,978,000
ment Total: $2,328,509,000
3. FL Pinellas County, Treasure Is- | October 29, 2021 Initial Federal: $8,627,000
land and Long Key Seg- Initial Non-Federal: $5,332,000
ments, Coastal Storm Risk Total: $13,959,000
Management Renourishment Federal: $92,000,000
Renourishment Non-Federal: $101,690,000
Renourishment Total: $193,690,000
4. LA Upper Barataria Basin Hurri- | January 28, 2022 Federal: $1,005,001,000
cane and Storm Damage Non-Federal: $5641,155,000
Risk Reduction Total: $1,546,156,000
5. PR San Juan Metropolitan Area | September 16, 2021 Federal: $245,418,000
Coastal Storm Risk Manage- Non-Federal: $131,333,000
ment Total: $376,751,000
6. SC Folly Beach, Coastal Storm | October 26, 2021 Initial Federal: $45,490,000
Risk Management Initial Non-Federal: $5,054,000
Total: $50,544,000
Renourishment Federal: $164,424,000
Renourishment Non-Federal: $26,767,000
Renourishment Total: $191,191,000

(4) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT AND ECO-
SYSTEM RESTORATION.—

Restoration

C.
D
B. Date of Lo
A. State Name Report of ESS(I;:’::ed
Chief of Engineers
1. TX Coastal Texas Protection and | September 16, 2021 Federal: $19,237,894,000

Non-Federal: $11,668,393,000
Total: $30,906,287,000
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(5) ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION.—
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C

Supply and Ecosystem Res-

: D
B. Date of L
A. State Name Report of ESS(‘;?:E(I
Chief of Engineers
1. CA Prado Basin Ecosystem Res- | April 22, 2021 Federal: $33,976,000
toration, San Bernardino, Non-Federal: $18,294,000
Riverside and Orange Coun- Total: $52,270,000
ties
2. KY Three Forks of Beargrass | May 24, 2022 Federal: $72,138,000
Creek Ecosystem Restora- Non-Federal: $48,998,000
tion, Louisville Total: $121,136,000
(6) MODIFICATIONS AND OTHER PROJECTS.—
C. D
B. Date of L
A. State Name Decision Esgm?ted
Document Osts
1. DC Washington, D.C. and Vicinity | July 22, 2021 Federal: $17,740,000
Flood Risk Management Non-Federal: $0
Total: $17,740,000
2. LA Lake Pontchartrain and Vicin- | December 16, 2021 Federal: $807,000,000
ity Non-Federal: $434,000,000
Total: $1,241,000,000
3. LA West Bank and Vicinity December 17, 2021 Federal: $431,000,000
Non-Federal: $232,000,000
Total: $663,000,000
4. WA Howard A. Hanson Dam, Water | May 19, 2022 Federal: $815,207,000

Non-Federal: $39,979,000

toration

Total: $855,185,000

TITLE V—COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN
RESTORATION

SEC. 501. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAM.—The
term ‘‘continuing authority program’ has
the meaning given that term in section
7001(c)(1)(D)(iii) of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C.
2282d(c)(1)(D)(iii)).

(2) COVERED STATE.—The term ‘‘covered
State’” means the State of Idaho, Montana,
Oregon, or Washington.

(3) COVERED TRIBE.—The term ‘‘covered
Tribe’” means an Indian Tribe that has trea-
ty land or treaty rights in relationship to
the Columbia River Basin in a covered State.

(4) LOWER SNAKE RIVER DAMS.—The term
“Lower Snake River Dams’ means the dams
on the Lower Snake River authorized by sec-
tion 2 of the Act of March 2, 1945 (chapter 19,
59 Stat. 21).

(56) TASK FORCE.—The term ‘‘Task Force”
means the Columbia River Basin Task Force
established under section 503.

(6) TRUST.—The term ‘“Trust’” means the
Columbia River Basin Trust established
under section 502.

SEC. 502. COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN TRUST.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the

Secretary shall establish a committee to be
known as the Columbia River Basin Trust.

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The Trust shall be com-
posed of the following:

(1) 8 members appointed by the Secretary,
which shall represent equally the various in-
terests of the public in the Columbia River
Basin, including representatives of—

(A) agriculture groups;

(B) environmental or conservation organi-
zations;

(C) the hydroelectric power industry;

(D) recreation user groups;

(E) marine transportation groups; and

(F) other appropriate interests, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.

(2) 4 representatives of each covered State,
including at least 1 member of each applica-
ble State government, appointed by the Sec-
retary on the recommendation of the Gov-
ernor of the applicable State.

(3) 1 representative of each covered Tribe,
appointed by the Secretary on the rec-
ommendation of the applicable Tribe.

SEC. 503. COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN TASK FORCE.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall establish a task force, to be
known as the Columbia River Basin Task
Force.

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The Task Force shall be
composed of—

(1) a representative of the Corps of Engi-
neers, who shall serve as Chairperson;

(2) a representative of the Department of
Agriculture;

(3) a representative of the Bureau of Rec-
lamation;

(4) a representative of the Bureau of Indian
Affairs;

(5) a representative of the National Marine
Fisheries Service;

(6) a representative of the Bonneville
Power Administration; and

(7) each member of the Trust.

(c) DUuTIES.—The Task Force shall—

(1) meet not less frequently than 4 times
each year;

(2) establish procedures for the preparation
and approval of the restoration plan under
subsection (e), which shall include a require-
ment that any final restoration plan be ap-
proved by at least 2/3 of the members of the
Task Force; and

(3) prepare the restoration plan in accord-
ance with subsection (e), including—

(A) reviewing restoration projects that
may be included in the restoration plan; and

(B) developing recommendations to be in-
cluded in the restoration plan.

(d) ASSESSMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 12 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall transmit to the Task Force a
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report containing the results of an assess-
ment, carried out at full Federal expense, of
water resources needs in the Columbia River
Basin, including an assessment of—

(A) the effects of the Lower Snake River
Dams on the Federal, State, and regional
economies;

(B) the effects in the Columbia River Basin
of the Lower Snake River Dams on—

(i) recreation;

(ii) hydropower generation and associated
carbon emissions reductions;

(iii) water supplies;

(iv) flood control;

(v) marine transportation;

(vi) fish and wildlife, particularly anad-
romous salmonids and other species listed as
threatened or endangered under the Endan-
gered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et
sedq.);

(vii) down-river water quality, including
temperature, sedimentation, and dissolved
oxygen; and

(viii) Tribal treaty rights and culturally or
historically significant Tribal lands;

(C) non-breaching alternatives for increas-
ing fish passage and salmon recovery; and

(D) other issues, as requested by the Task
Force.

(2) CONSULTATION.—In preparing the report
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall con-
sult with—

(A) the Task Force;

(B) the Governor of each covered State;
and

(C) the government of each covered Tribe.

(e) RESTORATION PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years
after the date on which the Secretary trans-
mits the report under subsection (d), the
Task Force shall prepare, at full Federal ex-
pense, a restoration plan for the Columbia
River Basin, based on the results of the as-
sessment contained in the report.

(2) CONTENTS OF PLAN.—The Task Force
shall include in the restoration plan—

(A) a description of the overall goals of the
restoration plan;

(B) recommendations for restoration
projects in the Columbia River Basin, which
may address any of—

(i) salmon recovery in the Columbia River
Basin;

(ii) water quality and water supply im-
provements along the Snake River System;

(iii) low-carbon emission transportation
and shipping routes;

(iv) Tribal treaty rights, and the protec-
tion of Tribal historical and cultural re-
sources throughout the Columbia River
Basin;

(v) Federal, State, and regional economies;

(vi) recreation and tourism;

(vii) hydropower generation and associated
carbon emissions reductions; and

(viii) flood control; and

(C) recommendations for any other appro-
priate actions that may help achieve the
goals of the restoration plan.

(3) REVISION OF PLAN.—The Task Force
may, on an annual basis, revise the restora-
tion plan.

(4) PUBLIC COMMENT.—Before finalizing the
restoration plan, including any revision of
the restoration plan, the Task Force shall
make a proposed restoration plan available
for public review and comment.

(5) TRANSMITTAL OF PLAN TO CONGRESS.—
The Secretary shall transmit the final res-
toration plan, including any finalized revi-
sion of the restoration plan, to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate, and to each Member of
Congress from a covered State.

(f) CRITICAL RESTORATION PROJECTS.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in coordi-
nation with the Task Force, shall identify
critical restoration projects included in the
final restoration plan transmitted under sub-
section (e)(6) that may be carried out in ac-
cordance with the criteria for projects car-
ried out under a continuing authority pro-
gram.

(2) AGREEMENT.—The Secretary may carry
out a critical restoration project identified
under paragraph (1) after entering into an
agreement with an appropriate non-Federal
interest in accordance with section 221 of the
Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b)
and this section.

(3) TRIBAL PROJECTS.—To0 the maximum ex-
tent practicable, the Secretary shall ensure
that not less than 30 percent of the funds
made available for critical restoration
projects identified under paragraph (1) shall
be used exclusively for projects that are—

(A) within the boundary of an Indian res-
ervation; or

(B) administered by an Indian Tribe.

(4) COST SHARING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—A non-Federal cost share
shall be required to carry out any project
under this subsection that does not pri-
marily benefit the Federal Government, as
determined by the Task Force.

(B) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of carrying out a project under this
subsection for which the Task Force requires
a non-Federal cost share under subparagraph
(A) shall be 65 percent, except that such Fed-
eral share shall not exceed $10,000,000 for any
project.

(C) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Not more than 50 percent
of the non-Federal share of the cost of car-
rying out a project described in subpara-
graph (B) may be provided in the form of

services, materials, or other in-kind con-
tributions.
(i) REQUIRED NON-FEDERAL CONTRIBU-

TIONS.—For any project described in subpara-
graph (B), the non-Federal interest shall—

(I) provide all land, easements, rights-of-
way, dredged material disposal areas, and re-
locations;

(IT) pay all operation, maintenance, re-
placement, repair, and rehabilitation costs;
and

(ITII) hold the United States harmless from
all claims arising from the construction, op-
eration, and maintenance of the project.

(iii) CREDIT.—For purposes of clause (i), the
Secretary shall credit the non-Federal inter-
est for contributions provided under clause
11)(D).

(g) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion authorizes the Secretary to modify, de-
authorize, or remove any of the Lower Snake
River Dams.

SEC. 504. ADMINISTRATION.

Nothing in this title diminishes or af-
fects—

(1) any water right of an Indian Tribe;

(2) any fishing right of an Indian Tribe;

(3) any other right of an Indian Tribe;

(4) any treaty right that is in effect on the
date of enactment of this Act;

(5) any external boundary of an Indian res-
ervation of an Indian Tribe;

(6) any authority of the State that relates
to the protection, regulation, or manage-
ment of fish, terrestrial wildlife, and cul-
tural and archaeological resources; or

(7) any authority of the Secretary, the Sec-
retary of the Interior, or the head of any
other Federal agency under a law in effect on
the date of enactment of this Act, includ-
ing—

(A) division A of subtitle III of title 54,
United States Code (formerly known as the
‘““National Historic Preservation Act” (16
U.S.C. 470 et seq.));
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(B) the Archaeological Resources Protec-
tion Act of 1979 (16 U.S.C. 470aa et seq.);

(C) the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
(16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.);

(D) the Act entitled ‘“An Act for the pro-
tection of the bald eagle’, approved June 8,
1940 (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.);

(E) the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16
U.S.C. 703 et seq.);

(F') the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.);

(G) the Native American Graves Protection
and Repatriation Act (256 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.);

(H) the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.);

(I) the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C.
300f et seq.);

(J) the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); and

(K) the Marine Mammal Protection Act (16
U.S.C. 1361 et seq.).

TITLE VI-DETERMINATION OF
BUDGETARY EFFECTS
SEC. 601. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. DEFAZzIO) and the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. GRAVES) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 7776,
as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this will be the fifth
consecutive 2-year authorization of the
Water Resources Development Act
since 2014, a tradition revived by our
former chair, Bill Shuster.

I am grateful for the partnership of
Ranking Member SAM GRAVES, Sub-
committee Chairwoman GRACE NAPOLI-
TANO, and Subcommittee Ranking
Member DAVID ROUZER for all their
work in developing this historic Water
Resources Development Act.

This legislation builds on the suc-
cesses of previous water bills, moving
projects from feasibility to construc-
tion. This 2-year cycle is critical to ad-
dressing future water resource needs of
our Nation.

This bill authorizes construction of
18 reports of the Chief of Engineers
that were studied and transmitted to
Congress since the last water bill was
signed into law. These Chief’s reports
represent thoroughly vetted, locally
driven projects with highly engaged
cost-share partners. Corps projects
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cover a myriad of purposes from navi-
gation, flood control, levees, ecosystem
restoration, that will benefit commu-
nities all across the United States of
America.

The bill also authorizes 72 new feasi-
bility studies and directs the Corps to
expedite the completion of 14 ongoing
studies. It is critical that we keep our
infrastructure in this Nation up-to-
date with new challenges—with severe
weather events, sea level rise, and
other things—and deal with the chal-
lenges that communities across this
country endure.

For two decades, I spent two dec-
ades—actually, I started longer than
that—Bud Shuster in 1996—trying to
free up the Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund. That is a tax paid by shippers,
which ultimately is passed on to con-
sumers on the value of imported goods
which have been impounded for years,
totaling mnearly $10 billion, while our
harbors need dredging, jetties need re-
building. We finally got that done in
2020. That was historic.

It gives the Corps more resources on
the harbor side, which means they can
devote a little more of their allocation
to the inland waterways and to their
other 40-some-odd billion dollars of
backlog of critical projects across the
country.

It will meet the challenge of climate
change by rebuilding these navigation
jetties and breakwaters to new heights
and dimensions necessary for sea level
rise and extreme weather. It will study
the impact of coastal storms on inland
flooding—which is a particular concern
of the ranking member—address future
water supplies in the arid West, which
is a particular concern of all of us in
the West, but particularly those fur-
ther south and the chair of the sub-
committee.

Mr. Speaker, 21st century challenges
should have 21st century solutions. The
Corps has been hamstrung in their abil-
ity. We have worked with other Mem-
bers who have heard similar concerns.
We included a solution in this bill that
will allow the Corps to be the innova-
tion expert they need to be to address
our Nation’s ongoing new challenges.

I am also proud it will continue
building upon efforts to provide equi-
table project outcomes and flexibility
for communities with affordability
concerns. It will address the needs of
economically disadvantaged minority
rural Tribal communities in an afford-
able manner.

In particular, the bill creates a Trib-
al liaison position within each Corps’
district office. The Corps often fails to
consult meaningfully with the Tribes.
Tribal leaders will have a direct line of
communication now into the regional
office and back to the national office
to get consultation, technical assist-
ance, and information to them.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Subcommittee
Chairwoman NAPOLITANO and Rep-
resentative STANTON for their tireless
work advocating for our Tribal commu-
nities.
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For the first time in over a decade, it
significantly expands the Corps’ envi-
ronmental infrastructure authorities
to assist more communities in address-
ing drinking water and wastewater
needs. We need major work in these
areas. Communities all across Amer-
ica—red, blue, whatever—are suffering,
and we need these tools to help them.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairwoman
NAPOLITANO for her effort to help the
Corps with flexibility and additional
authorities that will help them meet
future water supply needs of the arid
regions of this Nation. We are ration-
ing the Colorado River for the first
time in history this year. Her input
and advocacy also brought many of the
environmental justice provisions to
this bill—support for Tribal commu-
nities. She has been a tireless advocate
for meeting the needs of her district
and her State and the Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I thank SAM GRAVES—I
couldn’t have asked for a better part-
ner working on this bill—for his stead-
fast support which has made it pos-
sible. I thank the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. ROUZER) for his
support and wise input on the bill be-
fore us today. Their input brought in
critical perspectives.

We had the subcommittee vice chair
from Georgia, Representative
BOURDEAUX, who brought recreational
safety concerns at local dams to our
attention. We had the gentlewoman
from Georgia (Ms. WILLIAMS), who sup-
ported a watershed-wide study of the
Chattahoochee River.

I thank the gentleman from Hawaii
(Mr. KAHELE), who was an ardent advo-
cate of native Hawaiians and ensuring
their participation in activities. I
thank the gentleman for giving us new
perspectives on that. Representative
Newman of Illinois worked hard for all
the Great Lakes.

Representative CARTER came to the
table with fresh policy and project
ideas to help Louisiana deal with nat-
ural disasters, sea level rise, and severe
weather events.

Mr. Speaker, this is essential legisla-
tion, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port it. I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in strong
support of H.R. 7776, the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2022, or
WRDA 2022.

Mr. Speaker, 3 weeks ago we ad-
vanced this bipartisan legislation out
of committee by voice vote, and I am
proud to continue the bipartisan tradi-
tion of passing a WRDA bill every 2
years—as the chairman pointed out—
something we have done since 2014.

I thank Chairman DEFAZIO, Water
Resources and Environment Sub-
committee Chair NAPOLITANO, and
Ranking Member ROUZER for all of
their hard work and support in getting
this legislation across the finish line
here in the House.
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WRDA 2022 authorizes water infra-
structure projects and policies that are
critical to local communities, but also
provides far-reaching benefits to both
the region and our national economy.

With the current supply chain crisis
and surging inflation our country
faces, it is more important than ever
that Congress continues to support our
Nation’s water infrastructure that
keeps our economy moving and pro-
tects our communities.

WRDA 2022 supports American com-
petitiveness and our economy by ensur-
ing the reliability and the effectiveness
of our Nation’s ports and inland water-
ways to move American goods and
products to those who need them.

This legislation also boosts flood pro-
duction for our local communities,
such as those in Missouri’s Sixth Dis-
trict, which is my own district.

In Missouri, we are at a crossroads of
the largest rivers in the country—the
Missouri River and the Mississippi
River. These rivers are an invaluable
natural resource that provide drinking
water, irrigation, and transportation;
however, they can also be the source of
some very devastating flooding.

My constituents are still working to
recover and rebuild their homes, farms,
businesses, and their communities
after devastating flooding that oc-
curred in 2019.

I know all too well the consequences
when water resources are mismanaged,
which is why WRDA 2022 is going to en-
sure that the Corps remains focused on
its core missions and priorities and ac-
tivities like flood control and naviga-
tion.

To do this, this bill contains assist-
ance for meeting levee inspection re-
quirements, it examines ways to con-
trol erosion on our rivers, and it sup-
ports Missouri flood control projects.

These and other provisions in WRDA
2022 are going to provide benefits not
only to Missourians, but citizens all
across the country who depend on
water resources and infrastructure in
their daily lives.

Mr. Speaker, I thank everybody for
their support in developing this legisla-
tion, and that includes staff on both
sides of the aisle.

Specifically, on my team, I acknowl-
edge the work of my staff director,
Paul Sass, for his leadership of the Re-
publican staff on this bill, and many
other important bills for that matter,
over the last 3. years.

At the end of this week, Paul will be
leaving the committee after more than
20 years of public service on Capitol
Hill—and all of that time working for
me in my personal office or on my
committee staff. I thank him for his
dedication and his guidance and friend-
ship over the last two decades. He has
a lot to be proud of as he moves for-
ward onto the next chapter of his ca-
reer. He can look back and be proud of
all that he has done. I wish him and his
family nothing but the best.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support today’s legislation, WRDA
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2022, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

O 1730

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I include
in the RECORD a list of organizations
that support H.R. 7776, totaling 51 very
diverse organizations. I am certain
there are more.

ORGANIZATIONS/LETTERS IN SUPPORT OF H.R.
7776, THE WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT
ACT OF 2022
Alabama Rivers Alliance, American Asso-

ciation of Port Authorities (AAPA), Amer-

ican Canoe Association, American Council of

Engineering Companies (ACEC), American

Rivers, American Shore and Beach Preserva-

tion Association (ASBPA), American Society

of Civil Engineers (ASCE), American Soy-
bean Association (ASA), American Water-
ways Operators (AWO), American White-
water, Appalachian Mountain Club, Associ-
ated General Contractors of American

(AGC), Association of California Water Agen-

cies (ACWA), Association of Fish and Wild-

life Agencies, California Outdoors, California

Sportfishing Protection Alliance, City Coun-

cil of the City of Newport, Oregon.

Fairfax Water, Florida Ports Council
(FPC), Idaho Rivers United, International
Union of Operating Engineers (IUOE), Inter-
state Council on Water Policy (ICWP), Iowa
Confluence Water Trails, Laborer’s Inter-
national Union of North America (LIUNA),
Lake Carriers’ Association, Los Angeles
County Department of Public Works, Metro-
politan Washington Council of Governments
(COG), Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California, Michigan United Con-
versation Clubs, Multnomah County Drain-
age District (MCDD), National Association of
Flood & Stormwater Management Agencies
(NAFSMA), National Audubon Society, Na-
tional Grain and Feed Association (NGFA).

National Parks Conservation Association
(NPCA), National Water Supply Alliance
(NWSA), National Wildlife Federation, Out-
door Alliance, Pacific Northwest Waterways
Association (PNWA), Port of Long Beach,
Port of Portland, Portland Cement Associa-
tion (PCA), Public Power Council (PPC),
Rafting Magazine, The Nature Conservancy,
Theodore Roosevelt Conservation Partner-
ship (TRCP), Trout Unlimited, U.S. Chamber
of Commerce, United Association of Union
Plumbers and Pipefitters (UA), Waterways
Council, Inc. (WCI), Wild Salmon Center.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. NAPOLITANO), who is the
chair of the subcommittee.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Mr. DEFAZIO for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my
chair, PETER DEFAZIO, Ranking Mem-
ber GRAVES, and the subcommittee’s
ranking member, my friend, Mr.
ROUZER, and bring to the floor H.R.
7776, the Water Resources Development
Act of 2022.

The Water Resources Development
Act is our legislative commitment to
investing in and protecting our com-
munities from flooding events, restor-
ing our environment and ecosystems,
and keeping our Nation’s competitive-
ness by supporting our ports and har-
bors.

Through the biennial enactment of
WRDA legislation, the Transportation
and Infrastructure Committee has ad-
dressed local, regional, and national
needs through authorization of new
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers projects,
studies, and policies that benefit every
corner of the Nation.

We held four hearings in preparation
for this bill, including a Member Day
hearing. We had a formal process to re-
ceive legislative, policy, and project
ideas from Members which resulted in
1,600 ideas submitted to us by Mem-
bers, so that is quite an accomplish-
ment for our staff to go through. I
thank all Members for engaging with
the committee on this bill and advo-
cating for the needs of their districts.
We were able to incorporate most of
the requests from Members into the
bill.

I am particularly thankful that we
were able to make a commitment in
this WRDA—thank God, the fifth
WRDA—to0 address the needs of Tribal
and disadvantaged communities. The
bill requires the Army Corps of Engi-
neers to improve outreach to these
communities by creating liaison pro-
grams in each Corps district region
across the country. That is new.

WRDA includes provisions to develop
technical assistance programs that
provide guidance to Tribal commu-
nities on water resource projects, iden-
tify opportunities and challenges on
existing Corps projects, and provide
planning assistance for future projects.
The bill gives Corps personnel the
training and tools to effectively ad-
dress issues on Tribal lands of ances-
tral, historic, and cultural significance,
including burial grounds.

WRDA also continues the effort we
started over 10 years ago to improve
water supply at Corps dams by address-
ing managed aquifer replenishment so
that dams can hold water for recharge
to local groundwater basins. The bill
addresses the buildup and removal of
sediment in reservoirs to improve oper-
ations and capacity of dams. The bill
requires the Corps to take a particular
focus on infrastructure in the West, to
evaluate opportunities to improve
water management, water supply, and
address the impacts of climate change.

Section 116 of the bill continues Con-
gress’ goal of improving dam safety by
assessing the status of all dams main-
tained by the Corps and determining
the needs for rehabilitation, retrofit, or
removal.

Section 128 of the bill is bipartisan
legislation my good friend, Ranking
Member ROUZER, and I introduced ti-
tled H.R. 7762, the Army Corps of Engi-
neers Military Personnel Augmenta-
tion Act. It amends an outdated 1956
law which is prohibitive against cur-
rent soldiers who have the technical
skills to provide engineering support to
the civil works mission of the Army
Corps.

In 1956 there were not a lot of NCOs
with advanced degrees, so it was pre-
sumed that only commissioned officers
would be properly trained to handle
civil works responsibilities. However,
since that time and the development of
the professional Army, there are many
NCOs, National Guard officers, and
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warrant officers with advanced engi-
neering and technical skills, and it no
longer makes sense to exclude them
from positions in civil works. This
change is supported by the Secretary of
the Army, the Chief of Engineers, and
the National Guard Association of the
United States.

The bill also provides for hundreds of
local concerns throughout the country.
I am proud that this bill transfers the
authorization of 31 debris basins in my
region to the Los Angeles County
Flood Control District. These debris
basins are locally owned and have been
successfully operated and maintained
by the County of Los Angeles for dec-
ades. This provision will formalize the
current operations of these debris ba-
sins.

WRDA also includes authorization
for the development of storm water,
sewer, and ecosystem restoration
projects in the San Gabriel Valley and
greater Los Angeles County. This will
improve flood protection and boost
local water supply at the same time by
investing in spreading grounds, dam in-
frastructure, and treatment oper-
ations.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the many peo-
ple who have helped this bill become a
reality. I thank the leadership at the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers—Assist-
ant Secretary Connor and Lieutenant
General Spellmon—and their incredible
staff who have worked through over
1,000 submissions that we received for
WRDA 2022.

I am very fortunate to have some of
the best water leaders in the country
in my district and southern California
who provided valuable input for this
bill, including Colonel Julie Balten and
David Van Dorpe of the Los Angeles
District.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 7776.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. ROUZER), who
is a member of the Water Resources
and Environment Subcommittee.

Mr. ROUZER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Chairman DEFAZzIO, Chair NAPOLITANO,
and Ranking Member GRAVES for their
leadership and work to ensure the
Water Resources Development Act,
also known as WRDA for short, con-
tinues to be both bipartisan and bien-
nial.

Because of this commitment, before
the House today is H.R. 7776, the Water
Resources Development Act of 2022. I
am pleased to be a part of this con-
tinuing bipartisan tradition of passing
a WRDA every 2 years. Just 3 weeks
ago this bill passed out of the com-
mittee by voice vote.

The legislation is a product resulting
from the input of many Members of
Congress. It is an example of what can
be achieved when Congress comes to-
gether to find solutions for their con-
stituents and the American public.

WRDA bills provide congressional di-
rection to the Army Corps of Engineers
on the allocations of dollars for water
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resource projects and policy across the
Nation. This legislation authorizes a
number of Chief’s Reports and studies,
as well as new environmental infra-
structure projects for the first time
since 2007.

In my home State of North Carolina,
we rely on a significant amount of
coastal and inland waterway infra-
structure and resources. These bring us
many benefits, but our communities
can also face devastating consequences
from flooding of inland waterways as a
result.

WRDA 2022 will help our commu-
nities address these risks by directing
the Corps to improve management of
our Nation’s coastal mapping projects
which provide information to States
and local communities so they can bet-
ter respond to extreme weather events.
This program and other provisions in
this year’s legislation will provide im-
proved flood control and storm damage
reduction for constituents and stake-
holders all across the country.

I am pleased to be a part of this bi-
partisan effort, and, again, I thank
Chairman DEFAZIO and Chair NAPOLI-
TANO for working across the aisle with
us on this critical commonsense legis-
lation.

I also want to take a quick moment
to thank Paul Sass, staff director for
the minority of the committee who
will soon be leaving for other opportu-
nities. He has provided many years of
service and hard work for the people of
Missouri, Ranking Member GRAVES,
myself, and all the members of the T &
I Committee. I thank Paul for his great
counsel and all the work he has done.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, may I
ask as to how much time remains on
my side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Oregon has 9 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
215 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Georgia (Ms. BOURDEAUX).

Ms. BOURDEAUX. Mr. Speaker,
today I rise in support of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2022. I am
grateful for Chairs DEFAZIO and
NAPOLITANO and Ranking Members
GRAVES and ROUZER as well as the
Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee staff for working with my
office and me to ensure that some key
needs for Georgia were met.

My district specifically is home to
Lake Lanier and the Buford Dam,
which are critical resources in the
Chattahoochee River Basin. The Chat-
tahoochee River supplies 70 percent of
metro Atlanta’s drinking water, and it
is hard to overstate how essential the
lake and river are to the metro area.
The river is also a key source of water
for farmers and agriculture throughout
the State. But according to the Chat-
tahoochee Riverkeeper, more than 1,000
miles of waterway within the water-
shed do not meet water quality stand-
ards.
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This bill would authorize a water-
shed-based study for the Chattahoo-
chee River Basin which will allow the
Army Corps of Engineers to assess the
water resource needs of the basin, in-
cluding ecosystem protection and res-
toration, flood risk management, wa-
tershed protection, water supply, and
drought preparedness.

This bill also includes my important
legislation, Lake Lanier and Upper
Chattahoochee River Safety Act, which
would direct the Army Corps to carry
out a review of potential threats to
human life and safety from the use of
the river. Unfortunately, there are
parts of the river that are extremely
dangerous, and during a release of
water from Buford Dam, the Chat-
tahoochee can rise as much as 11 feet
in 1 minute. Based on the findings of
this review, the bill would authorize
the Corps to take measures necessary
to make the river safer and minimize
or eliminate some of these hazards.

Finally, I am proud to see Lake La-
nier included as a focus area in the pre-
viously authorized harmful algal bloom
demonstration program which will
allow the Corps to work with local
stakeholders to research tools for
freshwater HABs detection, prevention,
and management which is critical to
protecting the drinking water of mil-
lions of people.

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us today
delivers for my constituents and the
people of Georgia. It delivers for the
people of this country. I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes.”

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 12 minutes to the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. CRAWFORD), who is
the ranking member of the sub-
committee.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the Water Re-
sources and Development Act.

WRDA authorizes projects designed
to improve the Nation’s water re-
sources infrastructure, including ports
and harbors, inland waterway naviga-
tion, and flood and storm protection.

I am thankful to Chairman DEFAZIO
for working with me to ensure prior-
ities of my district made it into the
final language, and for the leadership
of Ranking Member GRAVES as we
fought for community-driven water so-
lutions. WRDA is a testament to our
ability to still pass critical legislation
and still work in a bipartisan fashion
to deliver results to the American peo-
ple. I encourage my colleagues to vote
in favor of H.R. 7776.

Finally, let me add my voice to those
recognizing Paul Sass, who is ending
his 20-year career on Capitol Hill at the
end of the week as the Republican staff
director. Since coming to the T&I
Committee with Ranking Member
GRAVES, Paul has dedicated countless
hours to improving, investing in, and
securing our Nation’s infrastructure.
He has not only been a valuable asset
to the Graves staff, but he has been a
resource to my staff as well and helped
lead the committee’s commitment to a
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safe and efficient transportation sys-
tem.

I thank Paul for his years of public
service, and I wish him all the best in
his next chapter.

Mr. DE